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OAS Master's Report in Chance rij as lo Martin Graff. Filed May EF 
1S75. Marked AW C* mn SS2., offe red by Complamant Aug't 
LS, 1SSv. 


Cireuit Court of the United States. Fifth Circuit and District of Lou- 
islana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES | 
Us. No. 3668. 


MARTIN GRAFP. } 


To the honorable the judge- of the circuit court of the United States 
for the fifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred for 
report the above case of Gaines vs. Graff by an order of this honor- 
able court of the 17th day of May, 1577, having examined the testi- 
mony on file, and from information obtained from the office of the 
register of conveyances and administrator of assessments of the 
City of New Orleans, and from information derived from witnesses 
cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has the honor to report 
as follows, viz: 

That under the order of this court above referred to he was re- 
quired to take an account of the yearly rents and profits accrued 
and aceruing from the property in said order described since the 
th day of June, 1858, the date of the. purchase of the said prop- 
erty by defendant, Martin Graff, said property being a certain lot of 
ground situated in the square bounded by Carondelet walk, Dorge- 
nois, Broad, & Toulouse streets, and is known as lot No. 13, and 
measures 31 feet 9 in. 4 lines front on Carondelet walk, 51 feet 8 in. 
5 lines front on Toulouse St., by a depth ona line of lot 12 of 77 
feet 4 in., ®on line of lot 14 74— 11 — & 4 lines. Said property 
was acquired by defendant from 'T. Soublet, as per act passed before 
A. Dreyfus, notary public, 9th June, 1858, act recorded in book 77, 
folio 42, conveyance office. 

From the evidence on file in my office | compute the an- 
nual rent on said property from the Ist June, 1861, to 
the dist May, 1877, at $72 per year, & as shown on 


SOD Sancti snimcinill ge neces uiens men a0-on mcarisiliiciliadiniibiarniiiiiite $1,152 
EDO WT TE UE BIN Ditititietireitittiee er en ceenwininiiainainiiaate 452 


State & city taxes, with 5% interest per annum from their 
yearly payments, has been allowed, and amount in the 


aggregate to, as shown on page 6-.-.........-.------ S358 80 
OOA9 The disbursements for repairs made on the building since 


its possession by the defendant have been credited to him, 

but no interest is allowed thereon, this being allowed him on the 

5% on the improvements at their original cost, such repairs simply 

maintaining the building at its original value, the amount for re- 
pairs as shown on page 7—S60.00. 

Interest at 5% per annum ts allowed on improvements averaging 


VOL. V 
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$690 during the possession of defendant’s making, as per statement, 
page 7—S8917.50. 

The account stands thus: 
I eles aii I iii isin carer wk asensivnieces  ipesiieapeaasindlinin $1,584 00 
TE Sees 0b I hits sie eden 936 30 


Balance due complainant,as per statement, page 7, 8647 70 


In this case complainant has elected not to take the improve- 
ments of the defendant, reserving her right as per answer annexed 
to master’s report in suit of M. C. Gaines vs. Geo. Bischof, No. 3668. 

Respectfully submitted. 

(Signed) A. SABOURIN, 

Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, June 13th, 1877. | 
Rent of property on square bounded by Carondelet walk, Dor- 

genois, Broad, [and] Toulouse Sts., while in possession of Martin 

Graff, from Ist June, 1861, to 31 May, 1877, 16 years, (@ $72— 

$1,152.00. 


Interest on Rents. 


Yearly r’ts. Time. Rate. Interest. 

1862 72 00 15 years. 9G D4 O00 

63 72 00 14. do. ° 50 40 

64 72 OO 13. do. 46 SU 

65 72 00 12 clo. 7 43 20 

G6 72 OO ll do. . 39 60 

G7 72 00 10 do. “ 36 00 

6S 72 00 Q «lo. “ 32 40 

69 72 00 8 do. 2 28 S80 

70 72 VO ; " 25 20 

71 72 00 G do. - 21 60 

«> 72 00 5 do. ws 18 00 

73 72 00 t «lo. “ 14 40 

"74 72 00 > 6dlo. 10 SO 

15 72 OO ? «lo. “ 7 20 

76 72 00 | do. " 3 60 

ae 72 00 
Rent.-. $1,152 00 Interest_... $432 00 
9650 Statement of Taxes, City and State. 

Years. State tux. City tax. Time. Rate. Interest. 
1858 1 85 Ss 40 IS vrs. . D% 5 14 
DY 1 85 > do 17 ” 4 86 
6O 1 8d 5 40 16 ” 4 58 
61 2 71d 3 75 15 - 5 38 
"62 aye 5 00 14 “ 5 62 
63 2 ia 5 00 13 “ 5D O6 
64 2 70 S 00 12 ” 6 42 


- 


- 
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65 2 80 § 25 11 ' 6 05 
66 3 15 7 00 10 - 5 32 
67 10 05 7 50 i) . 7 90 
68 5 OO 7 50 S 5» OO 
69 5 75 8 12 7 ” 4 90 
"70 9 95 16 90 iF ™ 7 SO 
71 14 15 13 75 5 “ 6 97 
"da 12 00 Pe ee f “ 2 40 
73 S 50 13 75 ) > 30 
‘74 8 50 12 50 2 " 2 10 
75 8 50 20 00 ] . 1 43 
wit sainial 7 4o 
77 ‘shinee 7 OU 

Tax. $1,048 45 $168 72 Interest_. $90 28 

State tux. City tax. Interest on taxes. 
Interest on Improvements, 1861. 

Estimate value of house......-___--- scsi a ies ae $550 
Do. i chews ncnccs seme eee 100 
Do. BS hiker mtere muse ee ek ae 

ee I cor crcenin nnn cccnem eds $690 

snherest Gh Want Gi BD YORI....n00.cccsnneeeene $517 OO 

5651 Recapitulation. 

, Rents as per statement....................- $1,152 00 
Interest kg en a ee Nar eee res 432 OO 
Total rents & interest .............- $1,584 00 
From which deduct— | 

RR EI a aciiccticcteteat tcc ciate: osnce mene cyeeniens 268 57 

OT I i iccereeininn mena 90 23 

Interest on improvements ---- -... ....-.~-- D17 50 

S76 30 
> 707 70 
From which deduct for repairs ...--..--.-- 60 00 
pT IT Te ee) ee ee $647 70 
Marster’s costs, $150.00. 
Sworn June 13, 77 | | 
(Signed) E. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 


Nii 


AAT THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. ; 
; ; — ; —_ - , : ‘ ' 
Circuit Court of the United States, Fifth Cireuit and District of 
Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
- vs. . No. 3663. ; 
MARTIN GRAFF. 


In this case the evidence shows that the value of the improve- ' 
ments in buildings, &e., erected by the defendant, which he is enti- —. ° 
tled to claim under the judgment of the 26th March, 1878, amounts , 
to the sum of five hundred & ninety dollars ($590.00), which being 
deducted from 8647.70, amount of rents found against the defend- j 
ant, leaves in favor of complainant a balance of fifty-seven 45°, dol- 
lars ($57.70). This deduction is made in accordance with the election 
herein by complainant, as stated in the master’s general report of 
May Sth, 1878, attached to case of H. Larque, one of the defendants 
herein. 

Recapitulation. 


Amount as shown by report of 13th June, 1877_--- .--.. S647 70 
Lease value of improve 6 ccdntoncnccnmenininnn 590 00 


Balance due complainant wn rene eens o7 70 


HOD? 


Testimony Annexed to Report. e 
Masters’ Court. 


Myra CLARK GAINES } 
US. No. 3663. 
MARTIN GRAFF. ( 
oOTH May, 1877. 

Complainant represented by W. H. Wilder; defendants by Mr. J. 
Lemané, solicitor. 

Defendant, thro’ his counsel, files his account & statement for im- 
provements. 

Defendant appeared, & being sworn, says, that his name is Martin ly 
Graff, & that he resides on the property. I bought the property 
9th June, 58; I paid $275 for it; it was vacant at that time—lot 3 
No. 13. We built ‘the fence on the same year that we purchased. : 
the property, and the filling up was done about in about Sept., ’5s. e| 
The price for fence is—what was actually paid for it—$40. I paid, 
I think, a little more than $100 for filling the lot. There were over 
200 loads of dirt that defendant hauled himself, and another man 
hauled in 200 loads more for him. Had to fill up at least 4 feet in 
some places. They load cart on average of 50c. p’r load. I com- 
menced to build in 1861—about March—1-story house, kitchen, 
stables, sheds, & cisterns, at a cost to him of $550 for cost & mate- 
rial & price of workmanship. I still am — & oceupy the property. 
He did nothing with the property until the time he improved it, ; 


— ee 


. e — 


because it was a small lot. I have always occupied the house since 
it was built to the present time. The house has always been kept in 


_ eee — 
> 
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good condition. I set down the annual value of lots & improve- 
ments at $50 p’r year, making altogether $500. Defendant thinks 
it is hardly worth that as it is so far out. There are 4 or 5 houses 
within a radious of a square or two on this side of Broad. The 
house next to mine is rented at $5) per month. It is not as good as 
mine, because it is not kept in repair. Ithink I could get about 86 
pr month for my house. Railroad within 1 square of my house 
coming in town, & the other, Dumain St. R. R., is 4 blocks off. 
The statement of taxes, city & State, is correct, & taken from my re- 
ceipts, & by approximation. I furnish what tax receipts we have on 
hand, & will furnish a certificate of payment from the city. There 
are costs, which will appear by the receipts, in some few cases. I paid 
thetaxes myself. The insurance, $9.60 per vear, pr 16 years, $152.00, 
which I paid the previous —, wars $10, but I was allowed 5Ve. dedue- 

tion. Ihave the policies. It has always been insured in the Mer- 
5653 chants’ Ins. Co., & the premiums were actually paid by ne. | 

hardly think the improvements are worth what they cost me to 
put up from the defination of real estate now. I had it repaired re- 
cently, & think the property is now as good as when built. I spent 
$60 5 months ago on repairs. This is not charged in the account 
rendered. I make statement of improvements from recollection. I 
have no memoranda. John Graff, son of defendant, corroborates all 
that his father says, being acquainted with all the facts & attended 
to all his affairs. I paid taxes & insurance all the time. [consider 
the whole property, land and improvements, worth not more than 
$600. It would cost at least $700 to build the house to-day. It in- 
cluded profit of carpenter in the estimate. 

The complainant files the plans, report of city council, & proe?s- 
verbal of sale of property in the Blane tract by the city. 

This case was continued, as to the value of rents of the improved 
property, and as to the value for use of the property while unim- 
proved, until Saturday, 2 June, at 63 p. m. 

JUNE Ist. 

Case taken up. EE. H. Destonpe, sworn: Knows the property in 
controversy. Ido not think the house is worth more than $1,500. 
It could be built for that sum, as the value of material & price of 
workmanship are cheaper than when the house was built. Witness 
states that he made a mistake as to the house; thought it was the 
adjoining property & -new tenants; that the house cost cost 8550 to 
build, as charged in the account. -I think the property is worth $5 
per month. I never have heard of fractions of rentals that would 
produce exactly $50 per annum, & $5 is the lowest rental | have 
ever heard of — property during all my experience. 

Case closed, the complainant withdrawing any claim she may have 
for the value of rent while the property was in the possession of de- 
fendant unimproved. 

(Signed) T. H. HIGGINBOTHAM, Clerk. 
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HOd4 Claim for Improvements Referred in Testimony. 
United States Circuit Court, District of Loulsiana. 
Myra CLARK GAINES vs. P. H. Monsseaux et als. 


Claim for improvements made by Martin Graff, lot of ground pur- 
chased June 9th, 1858, in square bounded by Promenade, Caron- 
delet, Dorgenois, Broad, & Toulouse Sts., held by latter and claimed 
by Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines. ; 


Ist. Fences put up about Sept., 18558, cost ..--.--. S40 
Int. thereon, 1858 to 1877, 18 years, @ 5 per 
SERRE ne aCe NN EO oe MTP Se aoe we $356 


2. Filling lot with rubbish, about Sept., 1858... 100 
Interest thereon, 1858 to 1877, 18 vears, (@ 5 


OOF CODE. cicmmanened amen aed mine nie vO 
3d. One-story house, kitchen, &e., built about 
March, 1861 ...-- Fer ROT pe meen OERLTTE 500 
Int. thereon, 1861 to 1877, 16 years, at 5 per 
I icici actistinctdineinibveiigeieitaiiiciinincndin eee as 4,540 


4. Rents, house, occupied by purchaser. 
Annual value for use, 1861 to 1577, 16 years, 


NE wisaiietis ieiiciinieeainaiteinicitaniicteciieah uiuaieas SOO 
Int. thereon, 1861 to 1877, 16 years, @ 5 per 
OE cctieesscsctitcinwiitaistiheinsiaiin asi tilamaiestiieielegniiiama aiid wae: 40 
Total improvements, $1,490_..--.----.-- - 1,490 
§ PR BEE BOG occ cnins ches 21,140 


E.0.E. N.O., May 30th, ’77. 


Claim for Disbursements Referred in Testimony. 
United States Circuit Court, District of Louisiana. 
Myra Ciark GAINEs vs. P. H. Mounsseaux et als. 


Claim for disbursements made by Martin Graff on lot of ground 
purchased June 9th, 1858, in square bounded by Promenade, Ca- 
rondelet, Dorgenois, Broad, & Toulouse streets, held by latter & 
claimed by Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines. 


PR BSG PRTIGRG GUNG oii cin cnn $1 35 
ee: Rea ere NN eNMIDM NI per 1 85 
1859, - oie elena ailiacaivcimemnineiiennidiaa taal 1 85 
EES 
a eee 2 75 
ee 2 75 
1863, i RT ONE rev FTE IS a 2 70 
a eae 2 00 
I OR a 80 
té 


ae 


oe: 


an 
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i es iiicaiiiikneeeencintignien 3 80 
a toca aoe 

te “ec “se a A ae 4 40 
1560, * as i cccmiientsnniilaenaia 60 

’ I Didi iiiseain in svemiodia 9 7) 
" .  etintllias a ilbievietepiseninnadiel 43 25 

it SOTG Bie GE cn dite ee ee 

1871 OP I tigaedenail, a 14 15 
1872, « ae 12 00 
1873, sod ee AON am ME RE 8 50 
1874, Oe ee ictal reiginetinaiie S 50 
1875, ss CAPO eer Waeamienmepe rer S 50 


Total am’nt State taxes_____-_- 104 85 


379 85 
5695 Answer of Complainant Referred to in Testimony. 


Answer of complainant as to demand made by defendant Martin 
Graff for improvements. _Complainant denies defendant’s alleged 
right to claim for improvements, denies that defendant built and 
made the improvements claimed, and she further denies that the 
materials & workmanship amount to the sum claimed. And with 
these denials complainant refuses to take said alleged improvements 
at said price. 

(Signed) W. H. WILDER, 


Solicitor for Complainant. 


Complainant reserving her rights under above answer elects not 
to take the improvements. 
(Signed) WM. REID MILLS. 
June 11, ’77. 


Master's Report in Chancery as to Nancy Villars. Filed May 11th, 1880. 
Marked X C?, in No. 8825, offered by complainant Aug’t 18, 1880. 
Circuit Court of the United States, Fifth Circuit and District of Loui- 
sian. 

Myra CLARK Garxms} 
Us. No. 3665, 
Nancy VILLARS. 

To the honorable the judge of the circuit court of the United States 

for fifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 

The master in chancery, to whom was referred the above case of 
Gaines vs. Villars by-an order of this honorable court of the 7th day 
May, 1877, having examined the testimony on file, and from infor- 
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mation obtained from the office of the register of conveyances and 
administrator of assessments of the City of New Orleans, and from 
information derived from witnesses cognizant of the facts connected 
therewith, fas the honor to report as follows: 

That under the order of court above referred to he was required 
to take an account of the vearly rents and profits accrued and ae- 
cruing from the property in said order deseribed since the loth 
June, 1848, the date of purchase of said property by the defendant, 
said property being two certain lots of ground, No. 24 & 25, in square 
boundea by Broad, St. Ann, Dumaine, & Dorgenois streets, & 
measure 31 feet 5 in. & 7 lines front on Dorgenois street by IS7 ft. 

lO in. & 4 lines in depth. This property was acquired by 
5696 defendant by purchase from Bernard de Santos ax per act 

passed before A. Ducatel, not. pub. on the loth June, PS4s. 
From the best information the master could obtain the waster could 
obsain he places the average value for rent of the land and improve- 
ments at S10 per month since if came tito PrOsse ssion of detend- 
ants and on that price, with interest thereon, he basis his report. 
The taxes are there only that was proven. The improvements 
are worth on an average at S600 and Interest at 9% per annuin ts 
allowed thereon from the date, say loth June, ISts. The total 
rents of the property is, therefore, as follows, to wit: 


Rent from 31 June. IS48S.to the Ist June. IST77. at S120 
per vear, say 253 vears, (a S120 ma S541 70 


’ 
Lit rest on I, pls 


Rent y eure ate Dri 

Po Ow) MS voeurs do his OW) 
12) OW) >, | ss iva 
}vty in 4) ” Pot) 
1?) on) AZ Poe a 
tt) On) yp - Lid om 
Pry On) yo « bios tM) 
1p tn yo roe UM) 
Pty tn PT " bur iW) 
Per on i) o Pip tM 
Pty 0) {9 1Td om 
}-ty OM) IS . boos tM 
Per an yy ' Jip? on 
vty On 14) u ‘he, OM) 
}viy tM ry i ‘wh OM) 
Pay tt) 1} s Ss} 6) 
Pray an) ie ys OW) 
oon) |” 71 oo 
Po 0) 1] " ' (6 OO 
Pty 0) }4) | Te 
}2tr ow ‘y ' yh tM 
Pap 0) ‘ a IS in) 
Pay an 7 oe 1) aM 


ty OW) t) : syhy OO 


-*+ 


~-- o-_ 
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-* 


120 00 5 . 30 00 
120 OO 4 ™ 91 OO 
120 OO 3 “ 1S OO 
120 OO 2 . 12 00 
120 00 | a (5 OO 
19 OO 
130 () 243 GO 


~~) | ee 


5206 OO 


HOOT = Statement of Tires, City & State, Pee ipts of which Furnished. 


Yeur. Stut City Time. Rate. lnterest. 
ISOS Se A 2 ii) vrs. HY 10 12? 
Oo a o> OF Ss do. ” 14 Y%4 
70) vie 36 O00 7 «do. a“ 12 60 
vt ae oO) OW) (> do. “as 7 i) 
er obed Lar M) 0 ) clo. lo yl 
w shed cv vo L «lo. “ 11.60 
"14 oy OW) I OW) > do. “ 7 20 
wits > (HM) red Ay » do. $ 45 
‘TH > (AM) > 1 ado. > 97 
@ State tax..... $154 (a 
City. sii taped ciel ci. ae Ca 
7 EN GEG ale ona le ee Toe SS OS 
Interest (rit linprovements. 
Improvements: Average value of property from June, 
IN4s, to June, 1847, sav 8600, on which is allowed, at 
the rate of o per cent. per annum for 2 vears.——--- S570 OO 
Recap lation, 
' Rent, as per statement : ‘. ody) OO 
| lriterest on sare “ eee 
’ —ammm <p SMM CM) 
’ Deduct taxes. citv and State i i " SOS O07 
Irate rest of} same 1s: aie ileal Sty tts 
a lriterest on Hnprovements oneal S70 00 
— Lot oo 
Leaving Localcannee : site iin ca sciatic ct ee — btn b.) 


\Iaster’s cost, 8250.00) 
Vv submitted 
Signed) Kk. SABOURIN, 
Miarst: r ivi f bernie pij 
New Orleans, June 14, 77. 
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5OOS) Circuit Court of the United States, Fifth Cireuit and Distriet 
of Lousiana. 


Myra CLARK GiAINES ) 
rN, »No. $6es. 
Nancy Vintars. = J 


In this ease the evidence shows that the value of the lmiprove- 
ments In buildings, &e., erected by the defendant, which she is enti- 
tled to claim under the judgment of the 26th March, IS7S, amounts 
to the sum of six hundred dollars, S600, which, being deducted from 
$4.565.45, amount of rents found against defendant, leaves in favor 
of complainanta balance of thirty-nine hundred & sixty-tive 45 dollars 
(85,695.45). This deduction Is thacde In accordance with the‘election 


herein by complainant, as stated in the master’s general report of 


May Sth, IS7S, attached to case of Tl. Larque, one of the defendants 
herein. 
Recapitulation. 


Amount is shown by report of 14th June, 1877 Oe 
From which is to be deducted value of Imp ravements_- 600 OO 
EIRARINCO GUNS CONSPEDINEIG 2.2 srenntiivinthstintneiemes $5,065 45 


Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) kb. SABOURIN 
Master in Chancery. 


Testimony Annexed to Foregoing Report. 
Master’s Court. 
M. ©. GAINES ) 


a -No. 3623. 
N. VILLARS. 
June 6, 1877. 

Complainant represented by her represented by her solicitor for 
complainant. 

Notice haying been given to all the solicitors of all the defendant-, 
and after due, diligent search & inquiry the defendant not having 
been found, & not appearing in court otherwise, this evidence is 
tuken ex parte at the request of solicitor of complain: int. 

This property consist- of 2 lots of ground in square No. 20, bounded 
by Broad, St. Ann, & Dumaine «& Dorgenois street-, No. 24, No. 25. 


J. W. Davis, sworn for complainant: 


The property above described is improved. The improvements 
consists of a one-story frame cottage containing 4 rooms; a de- 
tached kitchen containing 2 rooms; it is occupied by a colored 

man, who says he is the owner. I value the rental 
5659 at $10 pr. month. Improvements: The lots are filled up to 
the grade of the banquet. I do not know when the buildings 
were put up; they are comparatively new. I estimate the value of 
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the Improvements at S1L000,) | peut down the value of the lots at 

S00) aAplece, If there were no laprovements, [ should consider 5 

per cent. net per annum for value for use of the property while in 

possession of the defendant. 1 tase TAY estimation of value for use 

on the grounds as stated in my examination in the cases of F. M. 

Jacobs, Mrs. 8. Magner, & others, relative to improved X& Vacant 

lands. 

I. A. Deslonde, having heard the testimony of J. W. Davis, con- 
firms it in all respects. 

H.‘T. Jean: Purchased the property on the 19th December, 1871; 
it was then improved. The house was old at the time I purchased 
it, & i had to thowroughly repair it. The house at one time rented 
for $12 per month. Lam now living in it. The repairs I paid, as 
well as for the filling up of the lot. I probably can tind the bills. I 
paid city & State tax since | owned the property. I consider the im- 
provements worth S600. 

Account of the Defendant. 

Statement of taxes by Hercule P. Jean on the property purchased 
by him of Henry Villars, and situated in the second district of this 
city, in square No. 340, bounded by Dorgenois, Rocheblave, St. Phil- 
lip, & Duinaine St. See act of sale for references hereto annexed. 


When paid. Tax. 
Dee. 19th, 187 City taxes vears of 1868 36 10 
Dee. 19th, 1871 . , 1S60 45 80 
July 5th, 1872 2 . 1870 48 90 
March 10th, 1873 5 - 1871 49 90 
June 21, 1873 . a 1873 29 70 
Feb’y 4, 1875 | . ¥ 1874 31 50 
Dec. 13, 1875 . . 1875 32 00 
Dee. 4, 15876 . a 1876 29 20 
July 2, 1872 State taxes of years 1871 32 25 
Dee. 16, 1873 ” ’ 1872 33 50 
June 18, 1874 . s 1873 23 00 
Dee. 16, 1875 ° . 1874 22 00 
“ 16, 1876 " " 1875 23 00 
With 5 per cent. int. 
ee iiaiuin ebiniiiiitag tial ndaisiatiiiticinacains = nanenctaidieamnias tiiididaseiuiaiiada iis $436 85 
5660 Statement of Improvements, Repairs, &e., on Lot Purchased by 
Hercule F. Jean of Naney Villars. 
Vee GF BIER . .cnc cede nceseeeeenane $300 00 
BGs oe CID secetiiiecccncccusiinenel 8 50 
SOT Fe Ee BO i iccccwceccxnteeaen 100 00 
© I Be BE hinnnv codeine 95 75 
“ Hardware from Hacker & Paints.......-.------ 45 60 
© Fe renter snns snunserenenseccaniagmiattaianeietelaeiette 20 00 
ST. REE FE cies nienioniiniainniies S84 75 
we ‘ailiilaliliatiaa ia 75 OO 
1875. 50 rail pk RE EES ar 50 00 
281a 
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© Fever Gone It the FONT 16 Thine ntimdnensennbsnws 145 00 
ER NOM A ORE AEE MERRIE ecaee 12 7d 
1873. er re Ana iin Sotinelinhdaiiaieldiuse ies ae e os 12 75 
S74. PRE Sa eee PR OS LS RE RG a 10 65 
1875. " i nis Bieta check ates aia 10 65 
1876. eg PT rE ea TOMMe REE ye EEN BRE A 10 65 
1877. a ee 10 65 

With 5 per cent. int. : 

INT ss: sient aa akc enticed eeebheaacalataaee taille sania $1,002 80 


Report of Master in Chancery as to M. Meilleur. Filed May 11th, 1878. 
Marked X C? in No. 8825, offered by Complainant Aug’t 18th, 1880. 


Circuit court of the United States, fifth circuit and district of Lou- 
islana, | 


To the honorable the judge- of the circuit court of the United States 
for the fifth cireuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Meilleur by an order of this honorable court 
of the 7th day of May, 1877, having examined the testimony on file, 
and from information obtained from the office of the register of con- 
veyances and administrator of assessments of the City of New Or- 
Jeans, and from information derived from witnesses cognizant of the 
facts connected therewith, has the honor to report as follows: 

That under the order of this court above referred to, he was re- 
quired to take an account of the yearly rents & profits acerued and 
accruing from the property in said order deseribed since the 28th 

day of August, 1557, the date of the purchase of the said prop- 
5661 erty by defendant, M. Meilleur, said property being two certain 
lots of ground in square bounded by Broad, St. Ann, Dor- 
genois, & Dumaine streets, & known as lots 16 & 17. Said property 
was acquired by defendant as peract passed before O. D’Armas, notary, 
28th August, 1857. ! 
From the evidence on file in my office, 1 compute the 
annual rent at $84 per year, which —the 28th August, 
1857, to the 31st May, 1877, say, 19? years, will make, 


ae per page b.... .......-nncdandnnnnedseeda tea: See 
Interest on rent, as shown on page 6.__--..-.---------- 775 45 
The 6 cticinonticnometesdaimelaaiaan ae $2,434 45 


State & city taxes, with 5 per cent. interest from their yearly pay- 
ments, have been allowed, and amount in the aggregate, as shown 
on page 7, 3427.05. : 

The disbursements for repairs made on the building since its 
purchase by defendant have been credited to him, but no interest is 
allowed thereon, this building allowed to him on the 5 per cent. on 
the improvements at their original costs, such repairs simply main- 
taining the building at their original value. The amount of repairs, 
as shown on page 8, is $100. 


—— ¢— ee. —~ ——— 
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Interest, at 5 per cent. per annum, has been allowed on the im- 
provements, as set forth on page 9, amounts to $509.70. 
The account stands thus: 


GE SHEE GE TIE oie oc cence een $2,434 45 
I , .. .. . cess en ee 836 73 


Balance due complainant, as per statement, page 
BU ic eieniainenies sini erin enue caceiemebeageatiiiea sid iaiaieinaaiitaial $1,597 72 


In this case complainant has elected not to take the improve- 
ments of the defendant, reserving her rights, as per her answer an- 
nexed to master’s report of M. C. Gaines vs. George Bischof, No. 3665. 

Respectfully submitted. 

(Signed) E. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, June 13, 1877. 


5662 Rent of property on St. Ann street while in possession of 
M. Meilleur, from the 28th, August, 1837, to the 3lst May, 
1877, say, 19? years, at $54 per year, $1,659.00. 


Interest on Rents on St. Ann Street Property. 


Yearly. Rent. Time. tate. Interest. 
1 Sept, 58. 84 00 15} years. OG 78 75 
59. 84 00 17? do. ” 74°55 
60. S4 00 162 do. " 70 35 
61. 84 00 15? do. . 66 15 
62. 84 00 143 do. ” 61 95 
63. 84 00 13? do. 4 O7 DO 
64. $4 00 12? do. + D3 BO 
65. 84 00 11? do. ” 49 YS 
66. 84 00 10? do. - 44 95 
67. S84 00 9? do. ” 40 75 
6S. 84 00 8S? do. . 06 5D 
69. $4 00 7? = 6do. - v2 30 
70. 84 00 6% do. ¥s 28 15 
“4. 84 00 5? do. . 23 95 
72. 84 00 43 do. " 17 95 
713. 84 00 3% 6 do. ” 15 55 
74. 84 00 23 do. . 11 35 
"7D. 84 00 13 do. 715 
"76. S4 00 $ do. - 3 15 
"ae. 63 
Rent.... _ 1,659 00 775 45 
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5663 Statement of City & State Taxes Paid on Property. 
Year. State tax. City tax. Time. Rate. Interest. 
1857 1 58 6 65 19 years. 7 24 
‘DS 1 65 7 50 18 do. 7 32 
59) 1 58 7 50 17 do. 7 70 
‘6U 1 87 7 30 16 do. 7 50 
61 1 88 7 50 15 do. 7 O04 
62 1 87 5 00 14. do. 4 12 
63 1 65 7 50 13 do. 5 94 
‘O4 12 50 7 50 3 do. 12 00 
BD 10 75 7 50 11 do. - 10 04 
G6 1 S87 7 5O 10 do. 4 OS 
(4 OO 7 oO 9 do. G S4 
G8 5 10 7 50 8 do. 5 O04 
69 3 75 15 62 7. @. 6 78 
70 13 13 12 90 6 do. 7 80 
71 3 TO 13 75 5 do. 4 40 
72 10 65 15 00 1 do. 5 12 
73 7 2 16 35 o do. 3 53 
74 4 35 12 50 2 do. 1 69 
‘79 4 35 7 OV 1 do. 60 
76 4 3d 7 50 
77 21 OU 
State tax__--- 124 48 
CAbY (OE nnone nie aieenen 187 17 $115 38 
Drainage. 
Repair made on Building, St. Ann St. 
Amount paid for putting a new roof & other repairs on the 
IID soci coneinsdinisicnihealii lias pina atnieniaeinmaipierandi, $100 00 
Interest on improvements: 
Raed COG GE Dig ancciinceccnsemimmnmn cen $150 00 
Ramen kth Gor Ce ei si sie esi hen nein einits io 126 25 
Amount paid for FE i isesintnainincein cadena nina eeibiaisias 50 OO 
Total value of improvement-_---- shasta dina $326 25 


Interest on the above amount, which is allowed as a credit 


on this account for 20 years, at 5 per cent., amounts to-. $309 7 


5664 Recapitulation. 


Rent of property, as per statement---..---- $1,659 00 
Interest Of GRINC.. 2.206 .cccassannscomme 779 45 


Tote! reste & 1nteteth. nnecccinanijientinimacuiinssisiins $2,434 


45 


¢ 
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From which is to be deducted: 


CARY Be I seein s cea: concen 311 65 
RE I icc secs nena ccien inp 115 38 
Repairs, as per statement... .............. 100 O00 
Interest on improvements_------.-------- e OU TO 
S36 75 
ov 
Te a NRE $1597 72 
Master’s cost, $250.00. 
(Signed) E. SABOURIN, 

New Orleans, June 15, 1877. Master in Chancery. 
Circuit Court of the United States, Fifth Circuit and District of Lou- 
islana. 

Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs > No. 3663. 


M.Memceur. | 


In this case the evidence shows that the shanty on the property 
on’ St. Ann street is actually worth but little, and a value of two hun- 
dred dollars ($200.00) for the same is allowed. But the improve- 
ments being on the place when defendant purchased the property 
from Robert Water, complainant elects to take the same at their 
aforesaid value of two hundred dollars, the deduction, however, to be 
made first from any rents or value for use that may be found due by 
defendant’s vendor or owthers for the use of complainant’s property, 
and only the balance, if any, after this first deduction, to be deducted 
from the amount allowed complainant against this defendant. The 
master, not having had referred to him the question of rents & reve- 
nues that might be due by this defendant’s vendor, Robert Water, 
and not knowing whether any such compensation of revenues as to 
said Water has ever been made, is unable to make the deduction. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) : E. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 


Testimony Annexed to Foregoing Report. 

MicnakEL MEILLEUR, one of the defendants, sworn: 
Ilas 2 lots of ground on St. Ann St., as fully set forth in his an- 
swer, purchased from Robert Water, 28 Aug., 1857, as per act 
5665 before O. D’Armas, N. P. When I purehased there was a 
small house with two rooms, a shanty. I paid $500 or 3590, 
I do not recollect—the amount is expressed in act of sale on file. I 
think that about 1 or two years after I made a banquet in front, 64 
feet on St. Ann. It cost me $126.25. Mr. Corresolle’s banquet of 
brick with curbstone. I had a new shingle roof [put] on the shanty, 
with some other repairs, which cost me $100, about 4 or 5 years after 

purchased. 

Could not determine the separate value of land and buildings for 
1 or 2 years after purchase. Mr. Water remained on the place, as he 
thought of redeeming it, & he paid me no rent; if I had 
rented it, it would have been 4 or 5 per mo. After Waters left, a 
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painter occupied the house till 62. I rented it to him for $4 per 
mo., & for months during the 3 years he occupied the premises. 
After 1862 a woman lived there 4 or 5 years, & paid me during that 
time about 2 years’ rent at $5 per mo., & for the balance she paid 
me nothing. From 1867, as this woman had paid me nothing, I 
put another woman in part of the house, & who remained to this date, 
having paid no rent to present time. The Ist woman left about 
1869. I have collected no rent during that time; there was no fence, 
the house is very bad, the land overflows, & I could find no 
tenant. I left persons there without rent to preserve the property 
& keep insurance on it. I have always paid city & State taxes € insur- 
ance from the date of, my purchase. I put 150 loads of dirt to fill up the 
lot; it cost me altogether $50. I have paid city & State tax «& 
drainage tax insurance from 1871 to 1877, $189.26. I estimate that 
from 1857 to 1871 I have paid for taxes & insurance $230; from 
1857 to 1871, during those previous years, the property was assessed 
for $500, now it is $300. 
lith May, 1877. 

Witness continues: He presents an account of the expenditures 
so far as he can, containing taxes & insurance & repairs and rents 
collected, statement Meilleur A. The insurance previous to the 
document charged in statement he does not, know, but will later 
furnish a statement of same to the master. 

Sth JUNE. 

Mr. Meilleur, case of St. Ann street property opened : 

JOSEPH GREEN, sworn for defendant: I live in St. Ann St. J 
live on St. Ann street, living in Mr. Meilleur’s house. I am a laborer 

Iam a laborer. I have [lived] in Mr. Mullen’s house for the 
5666 past5 years. I have paid no rentatall.. There was an old lady 

living there previously, but Mr. Millins put me there to mind 
it and take careof it. The old lady that was there did not pay rent 
for 2 or 3 years. I donot know whether Mr. Miller tried to rent 
the property previous to the woman being there. At the time I took 
the property It was in bad order’; no fence, the inside was bad. I 
repaired it myself. Mr. Miller could not rent the property at that 
time, it wasin such bad condition. When there is a heavy rainfalls 
here the canal, Broad & Orleans, gets full & overflows that lot; it 
is the lowest in that block; there is 8 inches of water in the yard 
near the door & it stands 24 hours on the lot. At the present time 
the property looks well outside, but the sills are rotten. I have 
made a good many repairs on the property; I put old tins around 
the walls to keep the mud out & protect me. I understand from 
the woman that since the death of her husband that she had paid 
no rent before he died. I believe he did pay Mr. Miller. He died 3 
or 4 years before I took the house. The people living here are poor, 
but the corner of Broad & Dumaine the people are rich, & their gar- 
den troubles my lot. 

J. W. Davis, sworn for solicitor: Lots 58 & 39, on St. Ann St. 
near Broad, the improvements are a l-story frame building, 2 rooms, 
| gallery, retired from the street. I value the rental at $7 per 
month. I have this estimate from rents obtained from properties 
on the same street & in the same square, & from what the tenants 


wo 
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have told me they paid for the houses occupied by the-. They 
showed our receipts, but I did not know the signature to any of 
them. I know nothing, of my personal knowledge, what the prop- 
erty rents for, or has rented for. These two lots are lower then the 
balance in that square, with the exception of the corner of St. Ann 
& Dorgenois; from information I received, I] should say these lots 
were subject to overflow. I have never rented or sold any property 
in that square, or in the Blane tract. 1 make the same statements 
in this as in previous cases as to compensation what [ there stated. 
[ think from my experience that it would be difficult to find a re- 
sponsible tenant for the property in its present condition; 1 mean 

one that would pay rent. The improvements are In a poor 
5667 condition generally, if unoccupied, & no one to take care of 

it, have no doubt but that the improvement would be pulled 
down & carried away. 

W. E.Destonpe: I would fix the rent of this property at 6 or 37; 
my information is derived from twenty owners & occupants of con- 
tingencies prop erty. I have no personal knowledge that a tenant 
occupied, paid the rent. 

(Signed) ° T. H. HIGINBOTHAM, Clerk. 


Account Refer-ed in Testimony. 

List of city & State taxes, insurance, reperation, and sidewalk ex- 
penses, paid by Michel Meilleur, on the property situate on St. Ann 
street near Broad, with the interest of 5% on each amount for nine- 
teen years from 1857, less to 1876. 
BOs SI tnnincccsnnan 


r 
_—_ 
cr 
ie 
— 


19 years. 4 27 


ee ee i ii ice ceen 7 =: 1 64 
“ as go RES en eae area 155) 19 - 1 47 
CU ee eceminenans neeme 1a hUw6hCU6* 6 75 
SUES Gi cecdcamemonncenens [se * 1 483 
i n, 750 18 “ 6 75 
1SoU State...wcec« cH ice EAE Co en fs a ee 1 42 
1860 City --.-- siisiatiiadind Sesaciecsnnindbine ninco | = pee 6 00 
© Ftc miintnatenins oa swe 1 42 
We RE hac daiiidiotiwennns (¢ 3) i. L 62 
62 ga SE eh ah BEET Cede en §60 14 * 3 50 
, ‘aie te enn oe a ie 1 40 
1862 aia iiekaaotinl i Of 14 = * 13 
Te 1i@ is “ 1 07 
Re 700 13 « 4 87 
64 Board of edueation._....---- ‘ig oe 4 50 
‘64 Redemption 5.00...--.._----- ST a ee 3 00 
Oe OR iinettititetet conn 2 he 4 50 
, S| EE ee ee ae eae w6ha6hClU 6 45 
Ue Se cwetteininniiwimcennnen ‘a ee | 4 12 
1865 For 62, direct taxes__.._---- at ae 41 
EE I rincneiticneaninionbisiksdinaiinieates oe ees 93 
ERE ER Sa 750 10 « 3 75 
CS . 6ée 9+ * 2 70 
, 8 RR a ee ene o.hUwelCU* L 3 
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he, Sere renee 60 
i Sree 7 50 
5668 ’68 Conrantion taxes-_..--- 60 OO 
gtk: RE rans pena 4 50 
8 Ee nena 7 50 
me SeeeeneNtn......... .4.620-00- 3 75 
te. eee G2 
I  laiiicscn:stinitanhises thant gudibeethietin 3 70 
ERS 7 50 
I IN iat ntinetia Ss eeleningeoesireedeien 7 90 
Fe ahdiedth hctnimseiientcinsenitanatintniinsenmenenn 13 138 
Be I  caiisiiittcnn ainicisdtioches ahadianaianininninen 12 90 
ee  iieieaientinek cman 13 75 
Fe iichiiieh baviliiar dalek disenehciceiced Weinina spinnin od To 
eI cinched icerquniesiin ticmndc mauling siainnin 15°00 
Fr 7 cctinis ia: idea eenneienional 10 65 
78 Te <sceeaanieinhioiseedbeips uate 7 25 
74 City avec less tax Rampant-- 12 WO 
FE -seinesetnendhsnclinncinuienseniinceiaiie atinnin 4 35 
Be ik oid caper endemic te sine 12 50 
Co MID idcanseita sak inipidiianies ahaa 4 35 
ee icicitneniniianinn aii inineie 4 > 
<I a eon Sena ene 4 35 
FD ED cntinadddiedhdnds ie 4 385 
7) 4 Nor. at sheriff draining---- 4 50 
12 Oct. repartions facts, 1S58_ ~~~ o4+ 40 
S. B. Correjolle side works-. 126 25 
1860 Refaire la couverture, 
i icine: sesitinislanetiiie cies 7 00 126 25 
1871 & 1876 Vrdange des 
TE, initia haan eile 9 OO 1 00 
Remblais en 70 & 74.-.--- 50 00 9 OO 
Assurance, Insurance... .- 21 OO aU 00 
615 87 
Merchant Insuranee.-----~ 50 00 9 21 OO 
665 87 615 87 
ee of aciaeliinen 373 46 50 00 
Less,3 years’ rent..-...-_-- 300 00 665 89 
739 33 
Insurance per statement... 54 00 373 46 
$793 33 1,039 35 
300 OO 
739 33 
D+ OO 
793 33 
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5669 Certificate annexed. Paul Fourchy, President. 
Capital, $1,000,000. 
OFFICE OF THE Mercuants’ Mutuar Insurance Co., 
104 Cana St., New OrveEANS, May 17th, 1877. 

This is to certify Mr. M. Meilleur has paid premiums of insurance 
to the company on property situated on St. Ann street between 
Broad & Dorgenois, for the following years, to wit: the following years 
to wit: 


CTS RE OSS OO RR Ram 
| ARE ELSE? See NN eA ene mI 8S OO 
I ici a a aiaiasieeee O t S OO 
REEL PES Sa MY oN EAPO S OO 
I i 8S OO 
OO i 8 OO 
REREER SR pe 2 Sea eS NIE ans SERENE S OO 
a S OO 
i S OO 
i S OO 
i S 00 
BI ciel ic S 00 
EAA as eS SN Nae A ERE a 

104 00 

(Signed) A. ARCHINARD, 


Bookkeeper. 


Michel Meilleur, being duly sworn, deposes and says: That the 
foregoing statement & exhibit of rents & revenue & disbursements 
for taxes & improvements & betterments in the property in his pos- 
session herein described, situated on St. Ann St., near Broad street, 
& adjudged to belong to complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, is true 
& currect, and that he claims & demands said taxes, disbursements, 
& costs of said improvements & value of materials with 5% cent. 
interest in each item from date of payment or disbursement as 
herein shown. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 29th day of May, 1877. 


(Signed) MICHEL MEILLEUR. 
(Signed) E. SABOURIN, Master. 


5670 Report of Master in Chancery as to E. Parocelle. Filed May 
11th 1878. Marked XXI C*, in No. 8825, offered by Com- 
plainant August 18th, 1880. 
To the honorable the judge of the circuit court of the United States 
for the tifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 
5671 The undersigned master in chancery, to whom was referred 
the above case of Gaines vs. Parocelle, by an order of this 
honorable court of the 7th day of May, 1877, having examined the 


- testimony on file, and from information obtained from the office of 
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the register of conveyances of the City of New Orleans, and from the 
testimony of witnesses cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has 
the honor to report as follows, viz: | 

That, under the order of this court above referred to, he was 
required to take an account of the yearly rents and _ profits ac- 
erued and accruing from the property in said order described, since 
the 12th day of March, 1859, the date of the purchase of said prop- 
erty by the defendant, said property being one lot of ground, No. 
15, in square bounded by Carondelet walk, Broad, Toulouse, and 
Dorgenois streets, as per plan of Bargerol, of 24th December, 
1836. The property was acquired by defendant by purchase 
from Earnest Quartier, on the 12th day of March, 1859. From 
the best information the master could obtain he places the aver- 
age rent of the property, while in possession of of the defendant, 
at $9 per month, or $108 per year, and at that price, with interest 
thereon, he bases his report. No taxes are eredited because their 
amount, if any,.is not known, nor has proof been made of their pay- 
ment. The improvements are worth, on an average, $700, al in- 
terest-at 5 per cent. per annum is allowed thereon from the date of 
purchase, 12th March, 1859: 


Rent from the 31st March, 1859, to the 31st May, 1877, 


say 18} years, @ $108 per year, amounts to_--_..--- 91,962 00 
Rent. Years. Rate. ‘Interest. 
108 00 17 years. 5% 91 80 
108 OO te " S6 40 
LOS OO cs ws S1 00 
108 OO —.* es 7 6O 
108 O00 a 70 20 
LOS OO = a . 64 SO 
108 00° =. rs 59 40 
108 OO — 5 54 00 
108 OO es - 45 20 
108 OO oo ot SU 
108 OO eee ¥“ oo 40 
O67 2 108 OO ..* ’ 30 40 
108 OO a" ms 27 OO 
108 00 ee vs 21 60 
108 00 _ ” 16 20 
108 0O 7 i 10 SO 
108 OO ae . o 40 

108 00 - 
826 20 
ee Be incest etecsirtitaseins etrieciateenines $2,788 20 


Interest on Improvements. 


The imprevements being valued at $700, interest on the 
same for 183 vears would amount to ~---.---------- 635 SO 


r le aie ite, Cate aO Ae Nea ote 
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Recapitulation. 


Be I I ithe ct demi neds ocenmeoniel $1,962 00 

Ee Fi cients cnnnctice cannes 826 20 
ee Ss... ....n nn nemainennee $2,788 20 

Deduct interest on improvements ..-. ---------------- 635 80 
ia cian ssepunnenanevinlinmnanniniiiy aneiinn al $2152 40 


Master’s costs, 


Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) 


_— 
> 


» SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 14th June, 1877. 


Circuit court of the United States, Fifth Circuit and District of 
Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. -» No. 3663. 
E. PARACELLE, j 


In this case the evidénce shows that the value of the improve- 
ments in buildings, &c., erected by the defendant, which he is en- 
titled to claim under the judgment of the 26th March, 1878, amounts 
to the sum of seven hundred dollars ($700.00), which, being deducted 
from $2,152.40, amount of rents found against defendant, leaves in 
favor of complainant a balance of fourteen hundred and fifty-two 
dollars ($1,452.40). This deduction is made in accordance with the 
election herein by complainant as stated in the master’s general re- 
port, of May 8th, 1878, attached to case of H. Larqui, one of the de- 
fendants herein. 


5673 Recapitulation. 

Amount as shown by report of 14 June, 1877---------- 2,152 40 

Less value of improvements... . .... -............ .... 700 00 
Balance due complainant ....-...---------~---- $1,452 40 


Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) Ek. SABOURIN, 


Master in Chancery. 
Testimony for Complainant Annexed to Report. 


Complainant represented by her solicitor, Mr. W. H. Wilder. 

Notice having been given to attorney of record for defendant by 
the master, and after due and diligent search and inquiry the de- 
fendant, not having been found, this evidence is taken ex parte at 
the request of solicitor for complainant. The property consists of 
1 lot of ground, No. 15, in square bounded by Broad, Toulouse, Car- 
ondelet Walk, and Dorgenois streets. 
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J. W. Davis, sworn for complainant: 

The lot above described is improved ; the improvements consist 
of a one-story house and two-story kitchen. The buildings are old. 
I would consider nine dollars per month a fair rent for the same. I 
value the improvements at $700, as they now are. I should think 
the buildings were 15 or 18 years old. I cannot state what might 
have been their original cost; it is what might.be called a fair — 
for renting ; it — now occupied by a colored family, who stated that 
they paid $8 per month rent. I do [not] know how long they have 
been there, or whether they pay any rent or .not, or who owns the 
premises. — 

Master: Q. What would you estimate average rental of that prop- 
erty from the year 1876, taking the property as you never seen it? 

A. $9 will be a fair average during that time per month for that 
time; it would be fully worth that. 


Rreport of Master in Chancery as to Estate of Jean Bazac. Filed May 
11th, 1878. Marked XXI C* in No. 8825, offered by Complainant Aug- 
ust 18th, 1580. 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States 
for the fifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 
5674 The undersigned masterin chancery, to whom was referred 
the above case of Gaines vs. Est. Jean Bazae, by an order 
of this honorable court of the 7th day of May, 1877, having ex- 
amined the testimony on file, and from information obtained from 
the offices of the register of conveyances and administrator of assess- 
ments of the City of New Orleans, and from information derived 
from witnesses cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has the 
honor to report as follows, viz: 

That under the order of this honorable court above referred to, he 
was required to take an account of the yearly rents and _ profits ac- 
crued oraccruing from the property in said order described since the 
29th May, 1866, the date of the purchase of said property by the de- 
fendant. Said property being four certain lots of ground, Nos. 27, 
28, 29, & 30, in square bounded by St. Philip, Ursuline, Broad, Sixth, 
and Bellechasse streets, as per act of Baugerol of 24th December, 
1836. 

Lot No. 27 measures 31 ft. 7 in. front on St. Philip street by 100 
feet in depth, and 31 ft. 5 in. and 6 lines on rear line. Lots 28, 29, 
& 30 each measures 31 ft. 7 inches on St. Philip street by 100 feet 
in depth. Lot No. 30, forming the corner of St. Philip and Sixth 
streets. Said property was acquired by defendant from Jean Pierre 
Peres for the price and sum of $1,200, as per act passed before Abel 
Dreyfus, N. P., 29th May, 1866. Act recorded in conveyance office, 
book 91, folio 296. 

From the best information the master could obtain he places the 
average rent of the property at $10 per month since it came in pos- 
session of the defendants, and on that price, with interest thereon, he 
bases his report. No taxes are credited, because their amount, if 
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any, is not known, nor has proof been made of their payments. The 
improvements are worth on an average $250, and interest at 5 per 
cent. per annum is allowed thereon from the date, say 29th May, 
1866. The total rent of the property is, therefore, as follows: 


Rent from the 3lst May, 1866, to the Ist June, 1877, say 


11 years, at $120 per year, amounts to-__.---------- $1,320 00 
Interest on Rents. 

Rent. Years. Rate. Interest. 

120 00 10 yrs. 5 Y 60 00 

5675 120 00 : * " 54 OO 

120 OO i " 40 OO 

120 OO | Soe ‘ ¥ 4? OO 

120 00 . * . 36 OO 

120 00 ~~ 9 30. 00 

120 00 Se * ws 24 00 

120 00 5 * m 1S 00 

120 00 -~ . 12 00 

120 00 heen sé 6 OO 

120 OO 

$1,320 00 : I tenttenieene $530 00 
eo ee $1,650 00 


Interest on Improvements. 


The improvements being valued at $250; interest for 10 vears @ 


5% per year, $125. 
Recapitulation. 


SE FOI PU iii c ccine cee cone 1 cne meteieeninn $1,320 00 
I CE CD csacccctecrntscnis niente wcsentn wenirnitoatiniaichinliga naan 330 00 
I I soccer emnisenicnnmieniins tiaidealai i tabsdeaintcliancs 1,650 00 
Less interest on improvements ~...--..---.-..------.- 125 00 
Net receipts from property ........ ...........- $1,525 00 


Master’s costs, $150.00. 
Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) E. SABOURIN, 
Master in ¢ Jhancery. 
New Orleans, 14th June, 1877. 
Circuit Court of the United States, Fifth Cireuit and District of 
Louisiana. 
Myra CLARK GAINES | 
vs. ~ No. 3663. 
JEAN Bazac. j 


In this case the evidence shows that the value of the improve- 
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ments in buildings, &e., erected by the defendant which he is enti- 
tled to claim under the judgment of 26th Mareh, 18758, amounts to 
the sum of two hundred and fifty dollars ($250), which, being de- 
ducted from $1,525, amount of rents found against defendant, leaves 
in favor of complainant a balance of ($1,275) twelve hundred and 
seventy-five dollars. This deduction is made in accordance with the 
election herein by complainant, as stated in the master’s general re- 
port of May 8th, 1878, attached to case of H. Larque, one of the de- 
fendants herein. 


5676 Recapitulation. 
Amount as shown by report of 14 June, 1877---------- $1,525 00 
Fe fe a 
RE i AE ET TE: $1,275 00 
Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) Kk. SABOURIN, 


Master in Chancery. 
Testimony for Complainant, Annexed to Report. 


Complainant represented by her solicitor, W. R. Mills, Esq. 

Notice having been duly given to the attorney of record, J. Me- 
Connell, Esq., and also served personally on defendant in this suit, 
and no account having been filed herein in accordance with the 
order of court, nor any of those interested taking notice of these pro- 
ceedings herein, this evidence is taken ex parte, at the request of the 
solicitor for complainant and from the best information received. 
The property consists of 4 lots of ground in square No.6; lots num- 
bered 27, 28, 29, & 30. | 

KE. A. DesLonpbeE, sworn on behalf of complainant: [ have exam- 
ined the property. It is all enclosed. The revenue derived from 
same is $10 per month for improvements and land. I value the 
fencing, in its present state, worth $40 or $50. I value the balance 
of the improvements at $200.00. It is used for a dairy and garden- 
ing purposes. I see no evidence of filling up. It is tolerably high 
ground. I do not know whether the taxes are paid or not. 


J. W. Davis, being sworn for complainant, having heard the fore- 
going testimony read, hereby confirms and corroborates the same in 
all respects. 


Report of Master in Chancery as to Mrs. 8. Delord. Filed May 11th, 1878. 
Marked X.XI C? in No. 8825, offered by Complainant Au-gust 18, 
1880. 


To the honorable the judge of the circuit court of the United States 
for the fifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned master in chancery, to whom was referred the 

above case of Gaines vs. Delord by an order of this honorable court 

of the 7th of May, 1877, having examined the testimony on 

5677 file, and from information obtained from the office of the reg- 

ister of conveyances and administrator of assessments of the 


~ 
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City of New Orleans, and from information derived from witnesses 
cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has the honor to report 
as follows: 

That under the order the court above referred to he was required 
to take an account of the yearly rents and profits accrued or accruing 
from the property in said order described since the 21st day of June, 
1848, the date of purchase of said property by the defendant, said 
yroperty being 10 lots of ground, Nos. 4 to 15, inclusive, in square 
beanie by Broad, Bellechasse, Ursuline, St. Philip, and Sixth Sts., 
and were purchased by defendant from Joseph Cuvillier, as recorded 
in conveyance office, book No. 4, folio 657. From the best informa- 
tion the master could obtain he places the average rental of the prop- 
erty and improvements as follows: 


Improvements on lot 5 (a, $7 per month. 
| . lots 5 & 6 2. . 

é sé 2 5, X& Q és 7 “cc 

. “ 10,11,12,€13 “ $8 4 


Making a total rental of $37 per month since it came in posses- 
sion of defendants, and on that price, with interest thereon, he 
bases his report. No taxes are credited, because their amount, if 
any, is not known, nor has proof been made of their payment. 

The improvements are worth, on an average, as follows: 


SCONE CEE FOE Ohne 25 et stn ome moinnii $450 
rT et! A Ee) be Se ionnren eee Peete 200 

rT ‘6 Zz 8, i 400 

«“ ae ST SR en 1,000 

Se IO eevee cess so aendisthiing ndiationli wenbaiehin amine -- $2,050 


And interest at 5 per cent. per annum is allowed thereon from 
date of purchase, say, 21 June, 1548. 


Rent from 31st June, 1848, to the 3lst May, 1877, 283 
SO ee et ED neces conennminieninnninn $12,839 00 


1 


Interest on Rents. 


Rent. Years. Rate. Interest. 
444 00 274) years. 5% 519 75 
444 00 2641 “ . O97 5d 
444 00 2544 “ 4 575 35 
50678 444 00 . x ” d03 15 
444 00 234i *“ " 520 95 
444 00 227, “ @ D908 75 
444 00 2143“ " 486 55 
444 00 204i “ . 464 35 
444 00 1942 “ . | 442 15 
444 00 18}i “ . 419 95 
444 00 174+,“ . 897 75 
444 00 161i “ . 372 5d | 
444 O00 154i “ 4 doU 3D 
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444 00 14:1 “ 6 328 15 

444 00 i) a . 805 95 

444 OV | " 283 75 

444 00 Aiea , 261 55 

444 O00 1044“ ° 939 35 

444 00 SIL ¥ 217 15 

444 00 oe . 194 95 

444 00 it “ ws 172 75 

444 OU 641 “ “ 150 55 

444 00 > © he  - 

444 00 11 « “ 106-15 

444 00 afi“ 85 90 

444 00 Zin ' G1 75 

444 00 —. ” 39 55 

407 00 17 30 
Rent__~ 12,039 00 I iiiiiciinlictisenitiel 8,910 40 
ORS DOE CUE TIE cnchietrnsannidininieecibtitinieisiiits $21,749 40 


Interest on Improvements. 


The average value of the improvements is $2,050, on 
which interest is allowed from the 31st June, 1548, to 
the 31st May, 1877, 283 years, (@ 5 per cent. per year 


Ie edi sschcciniinessincts' eeniintlg sd pistes lacialalaat teeaiida linia hae iia 2,963 95 
Recapitulation. 
zotal rent, per statement................. 12,839 00 
Interest on same___.----- sisaiastaioia iiaiaiicaiiaa 8,910 40 
$21,749 40 
Lees interest on improvements ...... ...... cc0<-o--- 2,963 95 
RE ae ae HRN Cr eee Ne VER ee 18,785 45 


a 
Se) 


Master’s costs, $850.00. 


Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) E. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, June 14th, 1877. 


Circuit Court of the United States, Fifth Cireuit and District of 
Louisiana. 


5679 Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 3663. 
Mrs. S. DELoRD. 


Ti this case the evidence shows that the value of the improve- 


ments in buildings, &e., erected by the defendant, which she is enti- 


tled to claim under the judgment of the 26th March, 1 1878, amounts ~ 


to the sum of two thousand and fifty dollars ($2,050), which being 


—— 2 . 


So ae 
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deducted from $18,785.45, amount of rents found against defendant, 
leaves in favor of complainant a balance of sixteen thousand seven 
hundred and thirty-five ;4,°; dollars, $16,735.45. This deduction is 
made in accordance with the election herein by complainant, as 
stated in the master’s general report of May 8th, 1878, attached to 
‘ase of H. Larque, one of the defendants herein. | 


Recanitulation. 


Amount as shown by report of 14 June, 1877---.----- $18,785 45 
Less value of improvements -..---......-.---..... - 2,050 00 
Balance due complainant.... ...... ...... ....<. 16,7385 45 


Respectfully submitted, 
(Signed) E. SABOURIN, 


Master in Chaneery. 


Testimony for Complainant Annexed to Report. 
Complainant, represented by her solicitor, W. R. Mills, Esq. 


Notice having been given to the attorney of record of the defend- 
ant, and to the defendant herself in person, and she having failed 
to file her account, or to appear in person or by her attorney, this 
evidence is taken ex parte at the request of the solicitor for com- 
plainant. 

The property consists of lots 4, 5, 6, 7,8, 9, 10, 11, 12, & 13, in 
square No. 6. 

E. A. Destonpe, sworn for complainant: I have examined this 
property ; it is situated in the square bounded by Broad, White, Ur- 
suline, St. Philip, and Bellechasse streets, and known as lots 4 to 13, 
inclusive. The improvements on lot No. 4 consists of one-story 
frame tenement, the rental of which I value at $7 per month. On 
lots 5 & 6 there is a small frame house, the rental of which I 
value at’ $5. per month. Lot 7 is vacant. Upon lots 8 & 9 
there is also a one-story frame building containing 5 rooms, 

the rental value of which I value at $7 per month. On 
5680 10, 11,12, & 13 are within one enclosure, frame building, 

kitchen, and other out-houses in the yard, the rental value of 
which is fixed at $18 per month. The whole of this Delord prop- 
erty is enclosed. The vacant lot No. 17 is attached to the yard of 
the building that stands on lots 8 & 9. I estimate the value of the 
house, fences, and improvements of lot No. 4 at 450; on lots 5 & 6, 
200; and on 8 & 9, 400; and 10, 11, 12, & 13, $1,000, making a total 
of improvements $2,050. The house on lots 10, 11,12, & 13 is a fair 
house. The out-buildings are in good condition; fences, &c., like- 
wise. All the property is in fair condition, except the house on lot- 
5 & 6, which needs repairs. I do not know whether the taxes have 
been paid. They are all occupied by persons claiming to be the 
owners. 

J. W. Davis, witness for complainant, having heard the testimony 
of Mr. Deslonde, corroborates in full all the testimony he gave. 

282G 


mee ee 
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Report of Master in Chancery as to Jean Despeaux. Filed May 11th, 
LS7s. Marked X.XI C? in No. 8825, offered by Complainant August 
1st, 1850. 


To the honorable the judge of the cireuit court of the United States 
for the fifth cireuit and district of Louisiana: 


The undersigned master in chancery to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Despeaux by an order of this honorable 
court of the 7th day of May, 1877, having examined the testimony 
on file and from information obtained from [the] office of the reg- : 
ister of conveyances and administrator of assessments of the City of 
New Orleans, and from information derived from witnesses, cogni- 
zant of the facts connected therewith, has the honor to report as fol- 
lows: | | 

That under the order of this court above referred to he was re- 
quired to take an account of the yearly rents and profits accrued 
and accruing from the property in said order described since the 
date of the purchases of the said property by the defendant Jean 
Despeaux. Said property was acquired as follows: Lots 1 & 2, in 

square No. 56, bounded by Toulouse, Broad, Dorgenois, and 
5681 Carondelet walk streets, was purchased on the 21st March, 

1854, and lot No. 6, in the same square, was purchased on 16 
February, 1865. From the evidence on file in my office I compute 
the annual rents on lots and improvements Nos. 1 & 2, square No. x 
56, at S84 per year from the 3lst March, 1854, to the 31st May, 1877, 
say 251 years, and amount to as per statement, page 5. 1,946 00. . 
Interest on said rents, as is shown on page 6....-. ---- 1,085 10 


eR niiicccmnstiiieaiaeaanns inom sesequecenalin anual aia ae 3,031 10 | 


-_— a7 - 


* 


And on lot and improvements No. 6, square 56, from the. 

28th February, 1865, to the 51st May, 1877, 12} years, 
at $72 per year, as shown on page 5......---......- 882 00 
Interest on said rents, as shown on page 7-.--.-------- 248 40 i 
i 


ON ic iicuist! ssisadavcs saptaccaes aot eee $1,130 40 


State and city taxes, with 5 per cent. interest from their yearly 
payments, have been allowed, and amount in the aggregate : to 
$974.01. See pages 8 & 9. Interest at 5 per cent. p’r annum has 
been allowed on improvements averaged at $829 on lots 1 & 2, and 
amount- to, as shown on page 10, $787.55. And on improvements 
on lot No. 6, $575. Interest for 12 years, as shown on page —, 


$225. 

The account stands thus: 
Se CI: i GE oid in etic tress ene 4,161 50 
total allowance to the defendant.......... ....<.«-.«- 1,986 56 


Balance duecomplainant, as perstatement page 11_ 2,174 94 


In this case complainant has elected not to take the improvements 
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of the defendant, reserving her rights as per her answer annexed to 
master’s report in suit of M. C. Gaines vs. Geo. Bischof, No. 3663. 
Respectfully submitted. | 


(Signed) E. SABOURIN, 
New Orleans, June 13th, 1877. Master in Chancery. 


Rent of lots 1 & 2, in square No. 56, while in possession 

of Jean Despeaux, from the 3lst March, ’54, to the 31st 

May, 1877, say 23} years, @ $84 per year..-.~-..---- 1,946 00 
Rent of lot No. 6, in square No. 56, while in possession of 

Jean Despeaux, from 28 February, 1865, to the 31st 


BEay, T6Cs, OOF Bae FOR, © Fi a.. cnccnncusemensewenn 812 00 
5682 Interest on Rents. Lots 1 & 2, Square No. 56. 

Year. Yearly rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 

1855 84 00 22} years. 9% 93 10 
56 84 00 —.* | 88 90 
57 84 00 — 84 70 
58 84 00 193 “ 80 50 
59 84 00 183 “ 76 30 
6 84 00 i a 72 10 
61 84 00 le 68 90 
62 84 00 — 64 70 
63 84 00 144 “ 60 50 
64 84 00 13, “ 06 30 
65 84 00 1233 “ : 52 10 
66 84 00 114 “ 47 90 
67 84 00 103 “ 43 70 
68 84 00 9 38 50 
69 84 00 8, “ 34 30 
70 84 00 — 30 10 
71 84 00 eS * 25 90 
72 84 00 . oe 21 70 
73 84 00 4, “ | 17 50 
74 84 00 . ox 13 10 
79 84 00 = * 8 90 
76 84 00 — 4 70 
77,31 M’ch 84 00 x 70 
77,May = 14:00 


$1,946 00 $1,085 10 
Interest on Rents. Lot 6, Square 56. 

Yearly rents. Time. Rate. Interest. 
28 Feb., 66 72 VO 11} years. 5% 40 50 
67. 72 00 _— 36 90 
68 72 00 9) « 33 30 
69 72 OV Ss .* 29 70 
70 72 00 a * 26 10 
71 72 00 G6} “ 22 50 
742 72 00 a. * 18 90 
73 72 OO 4, “ 15 30 
74 72 00 ~~ 11 70 


75 72 00 Qh « 8 10 
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"76 72 00 oo 4 50 
5683 28 Feb’y,’77 72 00 } 90) 
31 May, 77 18 00 : 
Rent... $882 00 Interest__-. $248 40 
Statement of State and City Taxes Paid on Lots 1 & 2. 
Yeur. State. City. Time. Rate. Interest. 
1853 2 67 9 OO 24 yrs. 5% $13 80 
o4 2 65 15 00 y >, © 19 25 
5d 3 45 8 50 + = . 13 20 
O6 3 10 12 10 a 2 re 15 75 
57 3 30 15 90 20“ “ 19 20 | 
5S 3 30 10 50 ~~ * ” 13 25 f 
59 3 30 10 50 _ ‘ 12 60 , 
» OO > oO 10 50 «iow . 11 90 
61 3 30 12 25 16 “ ” 12 00 
G2 3 30 7 79 1 “ ae 8 25 
ss) 3 30 5, OO _ ” 5) 60 | 
6 5 40 7 00 + il . 7 80 | 
Ss sth se 2 " 10 20 : 
66 4 80 10 50 leg " 8 25 
67 6 OO 10 50 10 “* . 8 25 
68 12 00 10 50 > * . 10 12 
69 16 70 10 50 .* ” 10 80 
TO 15 05 7 00 Se a . 7 70 
71 15 05 17 20 Ss” ” 9 60 
72 7 50 19 OO ge P 6 50 
73 7 Ov 21 00 a * ‘ 5 60 
74 7 OV 17 50 a “ do 7) 
7.—ClUtCO 17 50 ag “ 2 87 
76. 10 15 17 50 ies rs 1 10 
wi ends 7 OO 
$160 12 $295, 70 $237 34 | 
Statement of State and City Taxes Paid on Lot No. 6. 
Years. State. City. Time. Rate. Interest. 
1865 2 70 750 Illyears. 5% 5 61 
66 5 40 ee Bie s 6 50 
G7 3 60 7 50 ey - 4 95 
6S 3 60 6 OO Tas 2 4 00 
69 4 50 9 OO ei " 4 72 ‘ 
70 9 OO 7 00 a “ 4 80 
a. oe 15 30 ee < 7 00 
12 iI2W 15 30 4- * ” o 60 
5684 (> A 18 10 fe ” 4 80 
“2 602.06 we .4* " 2 10 | 
7) 9 60 15 OO Fie " 1 27 
76 8 70 9 00 } 
“) Jae ee 7 50 4 
Ee eee $91 80 139 70 Interest..-.... 51 35 


—- 
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Interest on Improvements. 


IE Qi hecvitine:sncerg en mesiniiitiainnnten 454 
Total improvements... ...............--- $829 
Interest on this amount for 19 years @ 5 per cent. ---- 787 55 
The improvements on lot No. 6 are averaged at_.. $375 
Interest on this amount for 12 years @ 5 per cent. ---- 225 00 
Total interest on improvements..-------------- $1,012 55 


Recapitulation. 


Rent of property Nos. 1 & 2, square 56 ..---- 1,946 00 
Interest on same---- -- diencamnneiiaenigilen 1,085 10 
3,031 10 
tent of property No. 6, square 56_...-.---- 882 00 
Steress Gi Gs ste cene sewn neetntin 248 40 
1,150 40 
TOES SERENE RII, 6 cccimntinninneinnnas 4.161 50 
From which is to be deducted: 
Nos. 1 & 2, city and State taxes... --....--- 453 82 
SONNE OE FE ienttinn dans comnnnsuninn 237 3 
No. 6, city and State taxes_..._.--..------ 231 50 
SI Gir Pits tciinns onsen: cerca in : 51 35 
Nos. 1 & 2, interest on improvements_-.----- 787 59 
No. 6, ‘ ° Ss 225 00 


1,986 56 


$2,174 94 
Master’s costs, $200.00. 
(Signed) E. SABOURIN, 
| Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, June 13th, 1877. 


Circuit Court of the United States, Fifth Cireuit and District of Lou- 
isiana. 


Myra CLARK a 
vs. No. 3653. 
JEAN DESPEAUX. 


In this case the evidence shows that the value of the improve- 
ments in buildings, &c., erected by the defendant which he is enti- 
tled to claim under the judgment of the 26th March, 1878, amounts 

to the sum of seven hundred and fifty dollars, $750, which 
9685 being deducted from $2,174.94, amount of rents found against 
the defendant, leaves due in favor of complainant a balance 
of fourteen hundred and twenty-four ;%f5 dollars, $1,424.94. This 
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deduction is made in accordance with the election herein by com- 
plainant as stated in the master’s general report of May 8, 1878, at- 
tached to case of H. Larque, one of the defendants herein. 


Recapitulation. 


Amount as.shown by report of 13th June, 1877 —.----- $2,074 9 
Less value of improvements_--.----.----- ..- binicieaialiailes 750 00 
ictmncn Cnn cuemn pele brent nas esis vitesse — $1,424 94 
Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) E. SABOURIN, 


Master in Chancery. 


Testimony for Complainant and Defendant Annexed to Report. 


Complainant represented by Mr. W. H. Wilder. 

Defendant represented by Mr. H. FE. Upton. 

This case was called for trial, but upon application to the master 
and by consent of counsel it was continued until Saturday, 26 inst., 
at 1} p.m. This case was called, and on motion of counsel for de- 
fendant was continued until Tuesday evening, 29 inst., at 6 p.m. 
The case was called, when, by consent of counsel, it was coatinued 
until Thursday evening at 6 p.m. This case was called. 


Mr. Lb. Beaurnay, agent for the defendant, sworn. 


I am agent for Jean Despeaux, defendant. I live at 153 Dorge- 
nois St. Defendant resides in France. I made the affidavit attached 
to the account. The account is in all respects true and correct. The 
amount of city and State taxes from 755 to 47 amounting [to] $460.82, 
together with $208, interest thereon, amounting to $668.82, repre- 
sent- the exact amount of taxes and interest on same, and does not 
include any costs or charges of courts. These two lots of ground 
are in square bounded by Broad, Dorgenois, Carondelet’ walk, & 
Toulouse; the 2 lots form the corner of of Broad, Dorgenois, and 
Carondelet walk, and is the property on which the ti ixes, as stated 
above, have been paid on. This property was purchased in 1852 or 
1855. 

The city and State taxes on lot purchased on 16 Feb’y, 

5686 1865, in square bounded by Broad, Dorgenois, Carondelet 
walk, and Toulouse street-, from the year 1865 to 1877 in- 
clusive, amounting to the sum of $251.20, as shown in the account 
herein tiled, and the interest thereon at the rate of 5 per cent. on 
each item from date of respective payment, amount to the sum of 
$48.70, making the total amount of city and State taxes, together 
with interest, $279.70. All of these taxes have been paid promptly 
at the time they were due, and no costs or charges of court are em- 
braced in the account. I will produce the vouchers for taxes in my 
possession. On the property Ist described insurance has been paid 
from 54 to 77, 24 vears, at $14 per annum, amounting to the sum of 
$336.00. It is insured in the N. O. Mutual Association ; it was in- 
sured for $700. On the second property insurance has been paid 


” 
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from 1865 to 1876, 12 years, (@ $8.50 per annum, $102; it is insured 
in the N. O. Mutual Insurance Association. I have paid these in- 
surances myself for the past 3 years, as I was agent for Mr. Des- 
peaux and knew that the insurance for the previous years on the 
same above mentioned were paid by Mr. Despeaux. 

The improvements on the Ist piece of property consist of a small 
house, with 2 rooms and little gallery, 1 cistern, and fences. I esti- 
mate the cost of material and price of workmanship at $700. I 
estimate the present value at $500. The improvements were on the 
property when defendant purchased it; they have been kept in 
good repair by the defendant. Sinee the property has been in my 
hands as agent I have paid on an average $500 per year to keep the 
premises in repair. There was a banquet built in front of this 
property in 1857 or 1858; it cost $454; there was about 220 feet of 
banquet; it was made by order of the city; it is now in good order, 
and has always been kept so; it was paid for by the defendant. 

The improvements on the 2d deseribed property consist of a 
house, containing two rooms, gallery, cistern, and fences. I esti- 
mate the cost of material and price of workmanship at S500. I 

consider the present value of the improvements S500. Part 
5687 of these improvements were placed on the property by Mr. 

Despeaux. When the property was bought there was an old 
shanty with one room on the lot and fences; Mr. Despeaux added 
another room to the building, placed a gallery around it, and put 
on new shingles on the roof. I estimate the value of the improve- 
ments made by Mr. Despeaux at $325. I have seen the improve- 
ments myself. Mr. Despeaux built a new cistern, which is included 
in the above amount; it was the sum contracted for. The improve- 
ments were built in 1866 or ‘67. I estimate the value of the im- 
provements, as they now stand, on both pieces of property at 31,000. 
So far as I know the estimate of rents collected on the Ist described 
property from ’54 to ’76 is $750, and this estimate is based upon the 
rents collected by me during the past 3 years for this property. | 
was with defendant when he went to collect rent; sometimes he 
would collect 4 or $5; he would have to the turn the tenants out. 
for non-payment of rent. I am satisfied that he did not receive 
more than $30 or 40 per year rent. I was a partner in butcher 
business with him, and was well acquainted with his affairs. De- 
fendant has been absent from city sinee 1873. So far as I know the 
estimate of rents collected on the 2d described property from “65 to 
‘76 does not exceed the sum of $360, as set forth in the account, and 
I am sure that there is even more than was received during that 
time. My knowledge is derived from the same source as to the 
rental received from the 2d piece of property, as that already stated 
in reference to the lst piece of property, and being the agent and 
having been business partner of defendant. 

Master: Don’t —- the purchase price of this property ; I think one 
was from 12 to 1,400, and the other $5 to 700. Defendant never oe- 
cupied the property. The ground is not very low; it had been 
filled up when he bought it. The property Ist deseribed is now 
rented for $7 per month; it has been rented since last July at that 
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price. These tenants are the first that have paid well since I am 

agent. Previous to July I rented it at 5, 6, or $7 per month, just as 
[ could, and I seldom collected the rent; one-half the time 

5688 they were rented since I have been agent, and the balance of 
the time they were vacant. 

The property 2nd described I have had no good tenant for ; it is 
now rented for $6; previously it was rented at $5 per month, and 
the present tenant has only paid $18 in the last 7 months. 

H. Larguikr, sworn for defendant: 

T am acquainted with the property of Mr. Jean Despeaux, as de- 
scribed in the testimony of Mr. Beaubay. I have known the prop- 
erty since ’54 or ’55—ever since it was purchased by defendant. 
Very poor people occupy the property in that neighborhood, the 
locality is not good; rents are collected with great difficulty. I 
have a piece of property very close to this. I know the defendant 
collected very little rent; 1 was often with him when he tried to col- 
lect ; the property was often vacant. Can’t say how much rent was 
collected ; it was occupied only half the time, and a great deal of the 
rents were never collected: before the war it must have rented for 
$5 or 6, and since the war $7 or 8 per month. I think it is now 
worth $5 or 6 per month. I was present when defendant bought 
the second piece of property; it cost $500 or 600; there was a shanty 
on it at the time in bad condition, containing one room; the de- 
fendant added another room in 1857, and reshingled the whole of it 
and made a roof over the new room, and built a small cistern. I 
think the improvement put up by defendant cost $300 or 325. I 
was very intimate with defendant and saw the contract he made for 
these improvements. This property was unoccupied about one-half 
the time and the rent collected, $30 or 40 per year, is about correct. 
The banquet was about .1867 or 1868. I corroborate the statement 
made by the previous witness, Beaubay, regarding the banquet; it 
was made by order of the city, and is now in good order, having 
always been kept so. I believe Mr. Despeaux made it himself, but 
am not certain ; the cost of $454 is correct. I know that both pieces 
of properties are insured and had been since they were purelased. 
I consider the present value of the first piece of property $500 or 
600, and the second piece $500 or G00. 1 

Master: Before the war the first piece of property $500 
5689 or 600, after the war $700 or 800 per month rent. The people 
that occupied these houses were generally poor. 


J. W. Davis, for complainant, sworn : 


Lots 1 & 2—the buildings are an old flat boat-house, shingle roof, 
flush with the banquet. I value the improvements at $250 to-day, 
being old. A fair rental value would be $7 per month. 


Upton, counsel of defendant, objected to the question before being 
answered, and will file his written reasons upon which said objection 
is based to the master. 


~* ry "Os? Si ’ _ , - ag ™ Y 2 : 
Mixtis: The second property is known as lot No. 6; the improve- 


| 2) 


ee 
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ments are of similar character, and I would consider $6 per month 
a fair rent. 

Upton, counsel for defendant, objected to the question before be- 
ing answered, and will file his written reasons upon which said ob- 
jections are based with the master. 

Defendant stated verbally his objections; his testimony is taken, 
subject to all of these objections. 

MILLS, witness, continued: Mr. E. A. Deslonde examined this 
property with me and agreed with the assessment I made. 

X-ex. : 


Don’t know when the improvements were made on these prop- 
erties, nor by whom they were made. The first time I first saw 
this property was in 1873; I saw it to-day. Have repeatedly seen it 
between those dates. I did not go to see it especially to-day. It is 
in the Blane tract, according to the best of my information. I have 
been employed by Mrs. Gaines to examine the Blane tract. I am to 
be remunerated for my services. I have no written contract. Mr. Des- 
londe, to the best of my knowledge. I have no written contract with 
her. He is also appointed by her to examine the tract. I have never 
rented or collected any rent of any property in the vicinity of that 
involved in this controversy. The tenant in the corner house in- 
formed me, when asked what rent she was paying, she was paying 
$7 per month; the estimate of $7 per month was based on what the 
tenant told me, and from information received from parties living 
in and paying rent in the inimediate vicinity for a similar class of 

property. My information is based from information received 
5690 and my knowledge of value of property. I don’t think I ever 
sold or rented any property in the Blane tract. 

Q. Were you employed by Mrs. Gaines to examine this property ? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Have you been or are you to be paid or compensated for the 
same ? 

Mitrs: Objected to, because these gentlemen were employed by Mrs. 
Gaines at the special request of the master, that the complainant 
and the various defendants should, respectively, employ competent 
persons to examine the unimproved property especially, as als- im- 
proved property, who, though acting as experts, would be considered 
by the master simply as witnesses. 

A. I certainly will, as [am to be compensated for the examination 
of the whole tract, and this is a part of it. It is a personal agree- 
ment between myself and Mrs. Gaines. It is to my personal knowl- 
edge that a similar agreement exists between Mr. Davis and Mrs. 
Gaines. Iam to be paid for these services so soon as she gets the 
money; Mr. Deslonde is to be paid the same way. 
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Defendant’s Account Referred and Annexed to his Testimony. 
NEW ORLEANS, May 25d, 1877. 


Taxes paid by Jean Despeaux on two lots situated in the square 
bounded by Broad, Carondelet walk, Dorgenois, and Toulouse Sts. 


Taxes. Amount. Years. Rate. Interest. i 
og a 900 2 yrs. 5% .1035 19 3d 
i eiccnsis aceasta 7. - a. te 2 86 D Oo 
fie Ree 1 ae: ssi 16 50 31 50 
Bre sneerdiiiomnies a 6h a 2 ia 5 38 
eC pete ca a * ae ‘882 17 3 
ee Oe oa 3 40 6 SS 
ll” an ee ee ae 12 00 §=24 10 
ee i idinsiebaaninn - Be Me i 2 8d 5 95 
geet gehen RTT awe ww * nds 1501 30 91 
ey xcs nvicncsianion $3 18 * oe 2 88 6 18 
a. hae 10 53 618 = ne 9 36 19 86 
iets ~ 1600... nnn sa §7.* es 2 72 6 02 
er ey eb eee ’ be sia § 84 19 3 
ee Pee 32 36 * isis 2 56 5 86 
ed "cCCcdU ll lC—een oe ee men 832 18 8 
ais | RE oe ee | lee i 2 40 D 70 
5691 
Se OTE, DIO inci carr enein 12 2> 15 yrs. 5% 765 19 90 
ee Fe 39 34 * 2 24 5 54 
es [Ta ‘a 5 32 13 07 
ee cb umcmua a we * aie 2 08 5 38 
segura mre nr »00 138 “ dis & 20 8 25 
ae | Fe [oo 6a an 4me 635 
gale ar eet Oe oa -m ” sas o> 24 8 64: 
ed See 6m i * si 5 50 > OO 
a ARI aa een Se > i: i. wie 3 41 9 7 
ee eeacadedn 10 50 10 “ om 500 15 50 
i a ene ha ee 480 10 “ si 2 00 6G SO 
ee: Se accnenoee ee ea a“ 450 15 00 
Jee tek Oe sa FF * aa in BD 
ee 0 Nh iid eniec Som ¢* vi 400 14 50 
a 36566 ea 480 16 80 
ee  PeeMisenadinen wie fs es > 50 14 00 
State “ Randa anal 16 70 - pe ) 60 22 30 
ie, eee ee 4 a 2 10 9 10 
ae ila ger te rman i a ie. i 450 £19 55 
ee | CORE le Bae Te, ae 425 21 45 
a 1606 6 * its 2972 18 80 
_ sete , Sees oe 47 a 3 80 22 80 
ee see i Sine ie 1 40 8 90 
_. see ee oe Be i we 300 24 00 
State “ wen OF EER (Ee Xt e., . 1 05 8 5d 
ee: " Secs 6 oe i in ww 


—_—~ 


~, 
— <n eee 
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ee *  . nensinenn 2 Se ~ 70 8 20 
Cy Bi eeetenas 7m. 3 * ini 85 18 35 
ae” 6 —O aaieeen ee Fie — oo 8611 75 
Ce * Ti einastocns oe wae _ oni 10 50 
eT nee en ot ne ome 10 15 
Cte “SR. oH wos a eee 7 50 
Ae Total city & State..-. 460 82 Interest... $208 00 $668 82 


Taxes paid by Jean Despeaux on lot situated in square bounded by 
Broad, Dorgenois, Carondelet walk, & Toulouse Sts. 


~——/_ ee 


. Taxes. Amount. Y ears. Rate. Interest. ae 
Cole Gk, Fe ccntec anne 750 llyrs. 5% 4 O07 4 57 
Se nnn 7 id 1 45 415 
, Cle Wiican 70 % * am 350 11 00 
I iid ecto 0 3 * sa 2 50 7 90 
i ae re a... ee. =e 315. 10 65 

5692 
| Btate tax, 1907 .......- 360 9 years. 5% 1 35 4 95 
Cy © Fe beeen ow ¢-* ae 2 40 8 40 
State “ Tt pea so Ff ? ins 1 20 4 60 
+ Cy * Bape keweme oo FF 3 os saa. et 
eg sae FF 4 ine 1 40 5 90 
Cy” Be ene 7. @ 3 ae 2 10 9 10 
State “ ei ee —_ 9 OO -.” a 2 70 11 90 
ie | ULE ag an oto 19 05 
| oe Ls wee sc * . 88 Be 
: et Se einen: ee si 3.00 18 00 
) ee, eae 290 4“ .. 200 1490 
| ae 9. Beene nie 6h oe 270 20 80 
ae ee ee Bien as 180 14 70 
C.F Fee Ow: hc si 150 16 50 
State “ yo 2 eS. . 60 6 60 
, ie 86 [oe § F-. 7 15 75 
... pi eee oe =? = 45 10 05 
Cie * Bread see OG cm i meester 9 OO 
State “ aan 2, ~—_ a 8 70 
Cy * OOEe eneeeen 7 oO * eae ain sii 7 50 

Total city and State. $251 20 Interest...~-- 48 70 

FN, ikrtiteiericineenssrnimensiciabiaiaiida mimeo . $279 70 
>, ee ne ee G68 82 
x ' IE Fb enemas Deane aint 279 70 
Fe IE ons ccecccsecsnisiiitiianhiiniiiiiiaainiin $948 52 
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Improvements. 


Banquet built in front and around property firstly de- 
scribed in 1857 or 1858, and cost, about 220 feet ...--- 454 00 


Insurance paid from 1854 to 1877, 24 yrs., @ 14.00 per 


I. ciisaie: secicianasthsstilauliseanitneicaia danssitapiinciiiais unaiaaiiiiiel ileal tuaaal ad B00 OO 
Insurance paid from 1865 to 1876, inclusive, 12 yrs, @ | 
8.50 per annum _-__~- seiiitsinaicinaai: ininehierttapliedaiinaaibsmettia 102 00 
ee I iii: os wikis secession dee ee 438 00 
Total taxes city and State ............... .. ere M48 52 
Improvements consist of two small houses, fence, and 
two cisterns, cost and worth at least........--....-- 1,000 O00 
Rent received from 1854 to 1876 not more $2,586 OO 
i i 750 00 
Rent received from 1865 to 1876 ---- -.----- 360 00 
ON i cae $1,100 00 $1,100 00 
Balance. 
5693 B. Beausay, being duly sworn, deposes and says: That 


that he is the agent and attorney-in-fact of Jean Despeaux, 
who is absent from the State, and that the above and foregoing ex- 


hibit of rents and revenues and disbursements for taxes and improve-, 


ments and betterments on the property in the possession of Jean 
Despeaux, for whom is affiant is agent, herein adjudged to belong 
to said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, is true and correct, and 
that he claims and demands said taxes, disbursements, and costs of 
said improvements and value of materials, with 5 per cent. interest 
on each item from date of payment or disbursement, as herein 
shown. 


(Signed) B. BEAUBAY. 
Sworn and subscribed before me this 25th day of May, 1877. 
(Signed) Kk. SABOURILN, Master. 


Report of Master in Chancery as to Pierre Minvielle. Filed May 11th, 
1878. Marked X XI C* in No. 8825, offered by Complainant August 
18, ’80. 

To the honorable the judge- of the cireuit court of the United States 
for the fifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Minvielle by an order of this honorable 
court of the — day of , having examined the testimony on file, 


and from information obtained from tiie office of the register of con- - 


veyances of the City of New Orleans, and from the testimony of wit- 
nesses cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has the honor to 
report as follows: 

That under the order of court above referred to he was required 


“ 
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to take an account of the yearly rents and profits accrued or accru- 
ing from the property in the said order described since the 20th day 
of May, 1857, the date of the purchase of said property by the de- 
fendant, P. Minvielle, said property consisting of two certain lots of 
ground, together with improvements, on the square bounded by 
Ursuline, Bellechasse, Sixth, St. Philip, and Broad streets, and being 
known as lots 18 & 19 in said square. Each of said lots measure 33 
f’t 4 inches front on St. Philip street by a depth of 100 feet, between 
parallel lines. 
5694 Said property was acquired by defendant from Jean Barbe, 
as per act passed before R. J. Ker, notary, on the 20th May, 
1857; act recorded in book 73, folio 280, conveyance office. From 
the testimony on file it is shown that the property with improve- 
ments rented on an average from 1857 to 1872 at $210 per year, and 
from 1873 to 1877 at $584 per year, and on these rents, with interest 
thereon, he bases his report. ‘Taxes, both city and State, have been 
allowed, with 5 per cent. interest from the date of their yearly pay- 
ments. No insurance is allowed for reasons given in the case of M. 
C. Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux ef als., No. 3663 of this honorable 
court, in my report in case of ™. Rousselot. I have allowed interest 
on the improvements on these lots at the rate of 5 per cent. per an- 
num. Claim for interest on cost of shell road disallowed for want 
of proof. I allow interest on expense for banquet in front of lot No. 
19 since 1 June, 1873. I allow for repairs of house on lot No. 19 at 
$10 per year since 1875, but no interest on same for reasons as set 
forth in my report in Gaines vs. Heirs of Pesquier. In this case 
complainant has elected not to take the improvements of the de- 
fendant, reserving her rights, as per her answer annexed to master’s 
report in suit of Myra C. Gaines vs. Geo. Bischoff, No. 5663. 
Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) Ek. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, June 15th, 1877. 
Rent of property in square bounded by Ursuline, Bellechasse, 
Sixth, and St. Philip streets— 
From Ist June, 1857, to Ist June, 1872, (@ $17.50 per 


month, sav, $210 per year for 15 years__._..------- $5,150 00 
From Ist June, 1873, to 1 June, 1877, say, 4 vears, (a 
gf eosin i SETS ape ale 1,536 00 


4,686 00 
Interest on Rents. 


Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 

210 00 1? years. 5% 199 50 

210 OO —.7 " 180 OO 

210 00 —. . 178 50 

210 00 — ¢ “ 167 00 

5695 210 OO —. - 156 50 
210 OO ™ 145 OO 
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210 00 _ . 134 50 
210 OO ies ‘i 124 00 

81,680 00 $1,294 00 
210 00 an ' 115 50 
210 OO oo we 105 OO 
210 OO os " 94 50 
210 00 > : ’ $4 00 
210 00 .. ~ 73 50 
210 OO ican ” 63 OO 
21000 5 * : 52 50 
o84 00 es a 57 60 
054 00 ton ” 08 40 
384 O00 Ba . 19 20 
o54 00 

Rent... $4,686 00 I iia nities 1,995 20 


tent and interest. $6,681 20° 


Statement of Taxes, City and State. 


Year. State tax, City tax. Time. tate. Interest. 
1857 2 80 350 19 years. 5% 15 48 
1858 2 80 SS ae we 14 67 
1859 2 80 Bes t * ‘a 13 86 
1860 2 SU os ae a mo 3 O04 
1861 2-80 ie eee — 12 22 
1862 2 80 i ee ee rw 8 26 
1863 2 80 ‘— a” a“ 7 6 
1864 2 80 wa 66 ts 9 78 
1865 3 dO . . oe ees 9 35 
1866 44 62 ne hCUdmlU* a 11 30 
1867 8 02 22 50 e* ge 13 73 
1868 22 51 22 50 Bes on 18 00 
1869 11 26 22 50 is << 11 90 
1870 22 50 35 65 . 7 aes 17 44 
1871 o2 24 30 00 : ™ sah 15 50 
1872 53 50 92 50 .. an 21 20 
1873 oo TO 63 75 _ a 14 92 
1874 oo 7D 70 00 a. ‘ons 10 57 
1875 30 75 98 25 . ae 4 70 
1876 od” 7D 30 00 

State tax..$323 55 City tax_.$538 15 Interest..$243 59 
5696 Interest on Improvements. 


The improvements on this property from 1857 to 1872 
being valued on an average at $1,000, interest on the 
I Oe i thi ectsiinreinemingnietensinemnesin $750 00 
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The improvements on this property from 1875 to 1877 
being valued at $2,100, interest on the same for 4 years 


Ob OF icikctnttdcn nent eanncnnan amarante 420 00 
Total interest on improvements._.--. ..-------. $1,170 00 
Interest on banquet in part of lots Nos. 19 and 25 from 
lst June, 1873, 4 years, at 5% .--. -------------- — 5 00 
Repairs of improvements on lot 19, (@ $10 per year, from 
Ist Jund, 4 yeare...... cnn0 cnee cc eewninn pil catiiameiee 40 00 
Recapitulation. 
ge ee $4,686 00 
Interest, “ Ms sh ibdeeinsatnen:nentunngepaneaa ad 1,995 20 
TREE ERs Ge Wtetee cc cnuisinctitnnsnitinininna $6,681 20 
Deduct: 
COU Ge GIS GI cn ncicnice ccccwensnes same 861 70 
SOIREE GE GI sind tet cence: ominnen 245 59 
Interest on improvements_-.--.------ -.--- 1,170 OO 
RRCCURE Gy SI sects n eriiiicnnmniniotiin Pie 5 OO 
Repairs, as per statement ...-.....---..---- 40 00 
PT Fane he hn teen 2,320 29 
Dannee Gee eomspiimant......... cncnncdnccccncan $4360 91 


Master’s costs, $300.00. 
N. O., 15th June, 1877. 


(Signed) FE. SABOURIN, 


Master in Chancery. 


f 


oe 


Circuit [Court] of the United States, Fifth Cireuit and District « 
Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 36638. 
PrerReE MINNEVILLE. 


In this case the evidence shows that the value of the improve- 
ments in buildings, &c., erected by the defendant, which he is 
entitled to claim under the judgment of the 26th March, 1878, 
amounts to the sum of $2,100.00, which, being deducted from 
$4,560.91, amount of rents found against defendant, leaves in favor 
of complainant twenty-two hundred and sixty 7); dollars ($2,260.91). 
This deduction is made in accordance with the election herein by 

complainant, as stated in the master’s general report of May 
5697 8th, 1878, attached to case of H. Larque, one of the defend- 
ants herein. 
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Recapitulation. 


Amount as shown by report of June, 1877 .----------- 4,560 91 
a I NG oasis lice isis ives ni wcieeces ene 2.100 OO 
pesmcs Gan compeninant ...... .... cumeceswonnnn $2,260 91 


Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) Kk. SABOURIN, 
| Master in Chancery. 


Testimony for Complainant & Defendant Annexved to Report. 


M. C. GAINES 
Us. » 3663. 
PIERRE MINNEVILLE, named P. Minnieville in Decree. 

Complainant represented by Mr. W. R. Mills. 

PIERRE MINVIELLE, defendant, sworn: 

Lots 18 & 19, square 6, bounded by Ursuline, Bellechasse, 6th, & 
St. Philip Sts., bought by defendant from John Barbe, 20th May, 
1857, by act before R. J. Ker, notary. Then [I purchased, in 1857, 
there was a house and small stable on the lot. That house was 
there 15 or 16 years previous to my selling the property to Mr. J. 
Ladac, and was burned down previous to the sale. When I pur- 
chased the property it was assessed at $500. After the war I built 
asmall house upon the lot, which cost $500. The price of mate- 
rials and workmanship, 300. 4+ years after this I built a stable for 
a dairy, which cost about 8600. When I built the small house the 
assessment Was raised to $1,000, the former assessment having been 
kept to that time as far as I can remember, and the assessment re- 
mained at $1,000 until [ built the stable, when the assessment was 
raised to $1,500. At which it remained until the whole of the im- 
provements were burnt in 1872. When I sold to Mr. J. Laduce the 
property (land) was vacant up to this time [ have been referring to, 
both lots 18 & 19, in square 6, the first, No. 18, having been sold in 

1872 by me to Mrs. Ladue, and lot 19, to Jos. Avenard. sold in same 
year. The second statement of city and State taxes, from 1857 until 
the year 1872, when I sold to Mrs. Leduc, I believe to be true 

5698 and correct, they having been taken from the rolls of the city 
hall by Mr. Paisant at my request. The taxes were always 
regularly paid by me. About a year after my purchase I went to 
live on the property. The year previous it was occupied by Mr. 
Destrat, who paid me $7.50 per month rent. I remained there 6 
months, and then rented it again for about 2 vears at $7.50 per 
month, and I then returned and remained on it until the end of the 
war. I tried to keep a grocery store, but did not succeed. I never 
did anything afterwards with it but live on the property. I never 
cultivated the ground. When the house was built one-half the 
house was rented by my wife, she living in the other half. I do 


not know what rent she got. I lived in my house from the end of 


the war until I built the stables in 1869. There were black people 


fo 


——- 
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on the property till 1869. They paid no rent. As soon as I built 
the stable I rented it with one-half the house. I rented it for $10 
or $12 per month. I always living in the other one-half of the 
house. The tenant kept the stables until three months before they 
burned down in 1872. The tenant was a dairy man. The house 
burned in the summer of 1872, and another man had it three 
months previous to under a lease of a year at $20 per month. 

Witness believes during the whole time of his ownership if it had 
been rented it would have commanded $15 or 20 per month. 

Since I sold these two lots the corner one, No. 19, owned by Jos. 
Avenard, has been improved, and, as far as I can judge, would have 
cost $1,200 to 1,500. I cannot tell the actual value of the property, 
and on lot 18 the improvements are not of the same value as on 1%. 
Perhaps $1,000 ; perhaps more. I can’t tell whether any revenues 
since I sold have been realized, as I live in Algiers, corner Vallete 


& Homer. 


Mr. PAIsANT, sworn: 


Lot 18 belonging to J. Laduc, Widow Avenard, frame dwelling, 
l-story frame kitchen, you charge $950, the dwelling itself being 
$800, Madame C. Avenard built in 1873. [ built it ‘myself. The 
$800 charged for dwelling is the price of material and workman- 

ship paid to myself by Mrs. C. Avanard. $915 was my 
5699 charge for the whole of these improvements as charged in 

her account. This amount includes my profit as a builder. 
Can’t tell what materials cost. The only profit I made was my own 
work, which I estimated at $3 per day. I was 30 days in building 
the house. Counting up the value of materials and my labor I find 
that I made no other profit on the building except my days’ work, 
but no other profit. The $47 for shell road was paid by Mr. Min- 
eeville before the property was purchased. 

The statement of taxes and receipts from 1872 is correct, being 
taken from receipts, and, when they were not found, from an estima- 
tion; no charges ; rents paid regularly.. Paid drainage tax, $6.95. 
The statement of 25 months’ rent, at 866 per month, $138, is the 
statement -saet ad to me by Mrs. Ladoc. I do not know whether 
it is correct. It is rented by her now. I have not seen it occupied 
more than one — of the time since it was built. It was often va- 
‘ant. The house was offered to me at 87 , but I did not take it, as 
as it was so far out. It is in good repair, being bran-new. 

J. AVENARD, sworn: 

I myself have been paying the taxes for my mother on lot 18; 
have the receipts. The insurance charged is correct.’ [I got it from 
the insurance office, Avenard, J. I have also paid the insurance. I 
have heard the testimony of Mr. Paisant on this matter since 1872, 
and know it to be correct, and confirm it. Three-fourths of the 
time when the house was rented the rents were not paid. It was 
rented at $12, but the rent was not paid. I had to force tenants out 
by recourse to the courts. It is now rented to a doctor at $10 per 
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month since six days, and six dollars per month is an estimate of 
the rents received during the time stated. 


Mr. Paisanr: I made the statement for Mr. Minieville of taxes 
from 1857 to 1871 on each lot during the possession of Minneville. 
I took it from the records of the city hall. I will produce a receipt 
from the city hall; lot 19 now in possession of J. Avenard since 
1872. 

Mr. PAIsaANnt, sworn: 

I made statement at request of Mr. Avenard. I cannot state what 

the house cost to build. I kow the builder was Mr. Targle. 
5700 The same thing for the other improvements charged. They 

were built in 18S73—in Jan’y or Feb’y. | estimate the Amount 
charged is the cost of material and price of workmanship, because 
these improvements were paid for weekly to the workmen, and the 
material bought and paid for as needed by Mr. Avenard. The costs 
of repairs yearly, $20, is correct. The improvements are now in 
perfect order. They are worth now as much as when they were 
built. Insurance $30.15 per year for insurance is correct, as [ got it 
from the receipt on the policy from People’s Insurance Co. It is in- 
sured for $1,500. There is a grocery there, and hence insurance 1s 
greater. ‘The city and State tax are as correct as I can make them 
from receipts, and where there were no receipts [ made an estimate. 
The shell road was paid by Minneville, banquet by Avenard, drain- 
age by Avenard. Will produce receipts for tax. Receipt for ban- 
quet burned, and also from auditor of State. The amount debited 
for rents from March, 1875, to May, 1875, at $15 per month, was put 
down by me on this account at the request of J. Avenard. I donot 
know of its correctness, and the property is occupied by Mr. Ave- 
nard since May, 1875; can’t say what would be the value of rent. 


J. AVENARD, defendant : 

Has paid taxes, and will produce receipts ; also drainage tax, and 
paid for banquet. | myself had the improvements put on my place 
in the beginning of 1873. I paid for the i improvements, as set forth 
in my account, | paid ho profit on the Improvements ; simply thie 
cost of materials and price of workmanship. I myself worked on 
the buildings. 1 disbursed about $20 per year for re spairs. T have 
paid the insurance at the rate stated. The dwelling is oce upied by 
me and used as a grocery. The rent—$15 per month from ’73 to 
‘To—as set down by me is correct. I could not get more. It has 
always been and still is occupied as a grocery. 


Lot 19, square No. 6. 


I. A. DesLonprE, sworn: 
Lot forms corner Broad and St. Philip Sts., measures 33 ft. front 
cn Broad, and depth and front on St. Philip 100 feet, valued at 
$400. Same lot was sold by city at previous sale, $525. Im- 
5701 provements consists of one-story frame building, front part of 
Which is fitted up for a grocery, and two rooms in the rear, 


hee 


oe Re ee eee ee 
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shed, &e., in yard. I value the building at $1,000 to 1,200; well 
builtand in good condition. Its rental value, forthe purposes for which 
it is used—grocery and dwelling—I place at $18 per month ; ground 
ishigh. Lot 18, square 6, adjoins the corner lot, with same front and 
depth. Improvements are of same character of these on lot 17, and 
I estimate the re..tal value at same. That is $7 per tenement, or $14 
for the property per month. It is in close proximity to the lines of 
railroad; is in a quiet neighborhood. In my opinion nothing but 
the litigation of the Gaines claim has prevented more rapid develop- 
ment of the property. 

Mr. Plaisant, in rebuttal, having heard Mr. Deslonde[’s] testimony, 
estimating the rent of the two tenements at $14 per month, I believe 
ioo high, as I do not think the property could rent so high at pres- 
ent. J believe $5 a side would be a good price; $10 for the whole 
house. 


Accounts Referred to in Foregoing Testimony and Annexed, 
U.S. Cireuit Court. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. »No. 36638. 
P. H. Monsseaux et al: | 


Claim of Joseph Avenard, appearing for himself and on behalf of 
Pierre Minnieville, his vendor, one of the defendants, for improve- 
ments, expenses, disbursements, on account of the property named 
in the pending suit, rendered against the defendant. 


1872. One frame dwelling-house---. .-- . snibiaaleaitagiadhieabeieaii $1,500 00 
7 I bias inats ssi as on ve dtsennboalaedeieniaatc ues 100 00 
' a —— asa anes eneienghnmeeN — D0 O00 
Pg ot I eine is man etie mene emma 5 00 
ie Oe ascenanchiuulicininaniags! anise alanis 50 OO 
(En snsistnln’ sechliiaia  hsiinaia aiebiaiediad . $1,715 00 

For the keeping and repairing of said property, 
average, $20 a year. .-. --- ; aneaneel-dolie aisle annealed 120 00 

Insurance from January, 1875, to January, 1878, 
re ee See ee 8 FONE ....nnccensnmmnneodnws 150 75 
nS AA Ns hae einciires:tnion cn ences one epi dialaiecaaianiaibiad 130 00 
I I iain nistn enone cee vase cseinlinaiteanaiaeeaiith a tities 41 25 
ee er Sd tiie 45 00 
1875. “ ge pera ONT ES Fu? See Treen : 37 DU 
BC i iicicttie v0 ccc eneniapiaibiiineiianmains 5 75 
Pe ce teieeen engined cmeenennesciniaiaiiaaiaiiniediieeiiiaal 169 50 

+ 
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rT as ii i as lndnde daceelasianpsaek MA aati 30 00 
—- 6h lM a ee lo Jo 
= Fe i ich aii adh ea caalines es miaenanenileaatniee cel 15-75 
ae ee ssi clcaic tbe wtb Sides inatieaoaiaaaiamcaiinanwali 15 Jo 
—— pT Cee Oe ALT OORT ON Re RE ETON REL ne TAIT eH ENTE ST Nupe” 15 75 
SSO G5 
SE cu dinnnaue'n i Ascnliche-chtnia ane naceeniiinhitgis cichbbaeimnin di icicles 61 27 
I ise ton seri hse haan sa; stlddasiideladsdacasmiad (elias 6 aa 25 OO 
nT casi ia ea ate aca cae aha idk tclbigr in cinslabinpcediietaldisiadia kai aats OH Mo 
[nterest on improvements and repairs from 1872 -on 
$1,715; house rented from March 18th, 1873, to May ' 
SOE. Bey We MOUS, GE GE cries deme eine 390 OO 


And occupied by me since May 18, “7d. 
(Signed) JOSEPH AVENARD, 
For Himself & P. Minvielle. 


Supplemental to Jos. Avenard’s Account, Answering for P. Minvielle, from 
August 3d, 1857, to 1872, Designated as Lot 19, of Square No. 6. 


Yeurs. Taxes. Am’t assessed. Rate. Amount. 
1857. City. 450 00 l 50 6 75 
ISSS. “6 450 00 1 50 6 75 
1S5%). “ 450 00 * G 7) 
1S6O0. “ 450 OO ” 6 75 
IS61. 2s 450 OO - 6 75 
1862. a 450 OO 1 0O t 50 
18633. a 450 OO a 4 50 
LS64. ” 450 OO 1 50 6 75 
1865. ” 450 OO a 6 75 
1SG66. " G00 OO 7 9 OO 
1867. . 750 OO . ll 2 
1868. ¥ THO OO . 11 25 
186%. a Tov OO “ i. = 
LS70. : 750 OO 23 17 82 
1871. “ (ee ee 2 OO 15 OO 


$131 82 


ee ne 


1857. State. 450 00 Fog 1 39 
LS5S8. " 450 OO : ws 1 39 
5703 1859. “ 450 00 Bylo 1 359 
LS60. a 450 00 " l 3v 
1861. ¥s 450° OO oo 1 39 
1S62. 7 450 OO ” 1 39 
L863. " 450 00 . l sv 
L864. “3 450° OO “ 1 39 
L865. 7 450 OO 38h 1 75 
1866. 2. 600 OO 2 31 


sl 


a 
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1S67. ‘ 790 OO 534 4 01 
LS6S. . 750 OO 1 533 11 5] 
1S69. 750 00 3 5 63 
1S70. “ 750 OO 1 50 11 25 
1871. . 750 OO 915 16 12 

a I i 63 70 
“ ety MY ’ Sawsieneenaewinnanee 131 82 
i $195 52 


Together with the interest from date of each payment. 
(Signed) JOSEPH AVENARD, 


4517 


For Ilimself & P. Minvielle. 


Claim of Mrs. Josephine Leduec, divorced Wife of Charles Avenard, ap- 
pearing for and on behalf of her Vendor, Pierre Minvielle, one of the 
Defendants, for Improvements on Account of the Property Named in 


the Judgment herein against this Defendant. 


1873. 
Fame: GOS Ds GEE 60 enn cnncuscumiee SSO0 00 
ll 1 O00 
On IO: cine ermine einen nnn nina edial 5 OO 
i sn Scampi miekiasaesseet suis cnn a a dO OO 
FF I icc inti etmne. coeanninouiis des a aie 5000 
eee Sees Bias be. ces cote eee 
PTR, GIRGEE TOD o. «ox: cwcinninniederennct vi 
Banqguette Pe Dae eS el ORS aE OREO SR ara 10 
a D7 OO 
Re i ee S83 50 
18735. “ i ae 14 oo 
1874. “ i 14 OO 
LS75. “ Me os uiaumsdntenstsiescneiean Gannnnee. wasn are lt Oo 
SS a PATE a aE ER ee ES ae S75 00 
BG es COEF CR iiics cenretreeninn conden aed eae an 22 SO 
inaan- * eee rae i MIR Te Ee ER, 2) 0 
1S74. - gs ea ER EA NS ON Te ee 2 OO 
i ee a ee ae sine YX) 75 
loso, “ efi - Siae mvensesinnitiaamanis ts Meee 14 2 
| Rea a en a S104 90 
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See, POORURNSS occ one < RR Re a Ne EE nO: ane ee Ee eT A 20 00 
1875. * SOFT SS eee Re Ae eine Se nremnoninb ie es es a Get aaa REN ee 20) OO 
1876. a ia ee eae 20 OO 
1877. gd ee oe VR ener EEN IIIS NCAR Me MO tees Lait an Ny Geo” 2) OU 
i ee SSO O00 
le II icince: tatachaiceienabinliniinisi-cinlonlesinahat tatieensincinediicciatih 6 95 
SN ae arse Sn ae Deo Maer CS A, Mall PPR SE Nee : 


House rented during 25 months,(@ $6 month  ..--. $158 00 


Mure. CHAS. AVENARD. 
Per V. PAISANT. 


(Signed) 


Supplemental to Josephine Leduc, divorced wife of Charles Avenard, ac- 
count answering for P. Minivielle, from August, 1857 to 1872, desig- 
nated as lot 18 of square No. 6. 


5705 


Year. Taxes. Amt. Assessed. Rute. Amount. 
1857. City. 450 00 1 50 6 75 
1858. 450 00 a () TO 
1859. ” 450 OO - 6 75 
1860. . 450 OO * 6. 75 
1862. " 450 O00 1 00 G 75 
1863. ” 450 OO ” 4 50 
1864. 6: 450 OO 1 50 4 50 
1865. “ 450 O00 o 6 Jo 
1866. ts 600 OO “ 6 75 
1867. " 750 OO o Q 0 
1S6S8. we 7o0 OO ” it 2 
1869. 6 700 OO ” lil 2 
1870. . 750 O00 23 11 25 
1871. " © THO OO 2 li 82 
15 OO 
$131 82 
1857. State. 450 O00 Po 1 39 
1858. ’ 450 OO +6 1 39 
1859. és 450 OO 6 1 39 
1860. “ 450 O00 a 1 39 
1861. Vs 450 OO a 1 39 
1862. ” 450 OO “ 1 39 
1863. ” 450 OO . 1 39 

1864. " 450 OO — 1 39 
1865. “s 450 00 * 383 1 75 
1866. " 600 OO 6 9 31 
1867. 69 750 00 534 4 Ol 
1868. “ 750 OO 1 53} 11 51 
1869. . 750 00 3 5 63 


4 


Y 
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1870. 6 750 OO 1 50 ll 25 
1871. a 750 OO 2 1d 16 12 
Pe Site 63 70 
TO CE Wh ict sesicns coming Bae ee 

IR SE ea Mena ae ES GA . $195 52 


Together with interest from the date of each payment. 
(Signed) PIERRE MINVIELLE. 
Per V. PLAISANT. 


Report of Master im Chancery as to M. Meillieur. Filed May Vth, 1878. 
Marked XXIC? in No. 8825, offered by Complainant 1st July, 1880. 


To the honorable the judge of the circuit court of the United States 
for the fifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Meilleur by an order of this honorable 
court of the 7th day of May, 1877, having examined the testimony 
on file and from information obtained from the offices of the register 
of conveyances and administrator of assessments of the City of New 
Orleans, and from information derived from witnesses cognizant of 
the facts connected therewith, has the honor to report as follows: 

That under the order of this court above referred to he was re- 
quired to take an account of the yearly rents and profits accrued 
and aecruing from the property in said order described since the 
22d day of November, 1869, the date of the purchase of the said 
property by defendant Michel Meilleur. Said property being a cer- 
tain lot of ground situated in the square bounded by Rampart, Poy- 
dras, Perdido, and St. Philip streets; said lot measures 27 feet 6 inches 
front on Rampart street, 22 feet in width on the rear line, by a depth 

of 95 feet Ginches on the side toward Poydras street, and 95 ft. 10 
9706 in. 3 lines on the side nearest Perdido street. Said property 

was acquired by the defendant from Johanna Parer, widow of 
Owen Keating, as per act passed before W. J. Castell, notary publie, 
on the 22nd day of November, 1869. From the evidence on file in 
my office, I compute the annual rent on said property from Ist De- 
cember, 1862, to Ist December, 1872, at 8600 per annum, and from 
the Ist December, 1872, to 1st December, 1875, at $420 per annum, 
and from the Ist December, 1875, to Ist June, 1877, at the rate of 
$240 per annum, making a total rent of $5,420, as shown on page 
®. Interest on rents is, as shown on page 6, 8755. State and city 
taxes, with 5 per cent. interest from their yearly payments, have 
been allowed, and amount in the aggregate, as shown on page 7, 
$1,531.10. The disbursements for repairs made on the building 
since its purchase by the defendant have been credited to him, but 
no interest is allowed thereon, this being already allowed him on 
the 5 per cent. on the improvements at their original cost. Such 
repairs simply maintaining the building at its original value; the 
amount of repairs, as shown on page $8, is $364.80. Interest at 5 
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per cent. per annum has been allowed on iniprovements averaged 
at $2,700 during the possession of defendant, making, as per. state- 
ment, page 9, $1,012.50. 

The account stands thus: 


OO Be I Tek hii issn lite $4,155 50 
ORE EOE CI iiss eens ne neti cine wine 2.708 40 


RRR CER sieeitke eran ne RMR oF Mon EE FR inion 1,446 60 


In this case complainant has elected not to take the improve- 
ments of the defendant, reserving her rights, as per her answer - 
annexed to master’s report in case of M. C. Gaines vs. Geo. Bischof, 
No. 3665. 

Respectfully submitted. 

(Signed) | Ek. SABOURIN, Master. 

New Orleans, June 13th, 1877. 


Rent of property known as 117 Rampart street, from Ist 
December, 1869, to the Ist December, 1872, 3 vears, (@ 


Fe OE FOIE an. cine nig rnen nineteen 1,800 00 
From Ist December, 1872, to the Ist December , 1875, (a 
PGS POE FOE 6cnmenenwenienninae tCulicnane care 
5707 From Ist i , 1875, to the 1st June, 1877, 
} years, $240 per} year sone liana ilialdisiade 560 00 
NE TON siasitttnlet ecient eines: irwnsncaiciianieiin taal acne $3,420 00 


Interest on Rents. Property No. 117 Rampart Street. 


Yearly rent. Time. Rute. Interest. 
NE enisineinicenes 600 00 63 vears. a 195 00 
x) aoe 600 O00 _ . 165 00 
¢;: Te ete ” 135 00 
¢: re ae * 105 00 
es — " 75) OO 
_ pe 420 00 | os “ 45 00 
_ even 240 OO . oe 15 00 
ae ene 120 00 
$3,420 O8 Interest... .... $735 00 


Statement of State and City Taxes Paid on Property No. 117 Rampart 
Street, with 5 per cent. Interest. 


Year. State tax. City tax. - Time. tate. Interest. 
1870. $52 50 105 OO 6 years. o% 57 25 
1871. 82 50 110 OO 5 o 48 O00 
1872. $2 45 > faa i. “ 38 40 
1873. 50 75 1760 7e 8 * ” oo 22 
1874. 100 OO ae. 6 6ST t e 18 40 
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1875. 35 00 52 50 > * . 4 38 
1876. 41 OO 45 OO 
1877. 
Pei BN i nctnicuen $444 20 
Re Bi isecchete htocen amine S687 25 
og bits cement 199 65 
ea nidtiaintcscntnalen erate anata lead ann oe 


Repairs Made on Building No. 117 Rampart Street. 


Sept. 3ist, 1870. Repairs to cistern....---.....-------- SS 00 
. . + GI a ec 7 50 
Jan. Sist, 187]. ” © OE cc ccnteddle dl ie wacdees ‘ 3 50 
Feb’y “ ss . © UREN 6 kc aten eee 4 50 
April “ ” . © MRER cis eia Gibhicieiannine S 50 
Nov. 4, - = © FOOE cnc ci dk udeienbicimenniegen 4 50 
Oct. 51, ' @ © POE c.ncnss es ede erie 9 OO 
June “ 1872. g DO i ommniedae edicee anne 5 00 
met bs: ' He “ galleries & staivs........... 16 © 
a 7 Ee PORSREE q......ccmumsdceewesense.- ae 
5708 
ee, Fa, ee CUE 00 cw i ncseniilis tles $25 00 
‘ ” NEA I Coen 10 00 
‘cc és 2 ee ee MAREE NEE ee NC S 0) 
° . ~ - @p> deem, Giada Si ane i 6 25 
Jan. 3lst, 1874. a tieninmcmanmeneniiceieas a tes ee 42 50 
Nov. " OT. genitals sede Sale S OO 
se ce ogi, OP ries 9 Ow 
Jan. 31st, 1876. Excavating Co. 72, ’73, 74, "76-------- 27 OO 
” ° ESTOS INO0.... cnniccnspinindaenannnn 7 75 
June, . RS FE ee 56 00 
" : I POIOD on 0 ceased ditedbahatiiinekeoveie 92 75 
I oii hatrirrrnicecciccemnipbibinealia sabia $364 SO 


Interest on Improvements. 


Interest on $2,700, being an average of the value of improvements 
which, according to Mr. Meilleur’s statement cost $3,900, and are at 
the present time valued at but $1,500, this would give an average 
of $2,700, which for 7} years, at 5 % per year, — $1,012.50. 
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Recapitulation. 


Rent of property, as -per statement -------- $3,420 00 
ee RN ie AEE Oe I EEL N ETE 730 OO 
Te I I I i iiveisins eeiteicieniiin: Swtaiisnemanit 4.155 OO 

From which is to be deducted city and State 

III isi cipal dasha cesta abalone ibe lecaicaliailie 1,181 45 
il al 199 65 
ee B64 SO 
Interest on improvements -.---.---- .----- 1,012 50 


2708 40 


1,446 60 
Master’s costs, 8250. 
(Signed) Ek. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, June 15th, 1877. 


Ciretut Court of the United States, Fifth Cireuit and District of 
Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Us. . No. DOGS. 


M. MEILLEUR. 


In this case both the admission of the defendant and the testi- 
mony show that the value of the improvements, &e., erected on the 
land on Rampart street amounts to the sum of fifteen hundred dol- 
lars; but as the improvements have not been made by this defend- 

ant, but by his vendor, complainant elects to take the same at 
5709 their aforesaid value of $1,500.00, the deduction to be made, 

however, first from any rents or value for use that may be 
found due by defendant’s vendor or others for the use of complain- 
ant’s property, and only the balance, if any, after this first deduction 
to be deducted from the amount allowed complainant against this 
defendant. The master not having had referred to him the question 
of rents and revenues that might be due by the defendant’s vendor, 
Owen Keating, and not knowing whether any such computation of 
revenues as to said Keating has ever been made, is unable to make 
the deduction. 

Respectfully subniitted. 

(Signed) ‘ Kk. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 


Testimony for Complainant and Defendant Annexred to Report. 
Vy) } i 
Myra CLrark GaAInes vs. M. MEILLEUR. 

This case was fixed for hearing to-day. 

The complainant represented by her solicitor, W. R. Mills, Esq. ; 
the defendant represented by Mr. IL. I. Upton. 
Mr. EF. A. Destonpe, sworn: 

I am engaged in the real estate business. I have examined what 
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is known as the Meilleur property, No. 117 Rampart street; it is a 
two-story brick building, and established as a bakery. I pursued 
the same course of inquiry in the examination of this as in the Pas- 
quier property, 22 Nov., 1869. From 1869 to 1872 we fixed the 
rental at $600 per annum, from ‘72 to ‘74 at $420 per annum, and 
from 75 to ’77 at $240 per annum; the rent now is very low, being 
almost nominal, considering the property. 


X-EX. : 


From ’69 to °72 property in that locality—and from my knowl- 
edge of the rents of property adjacent and of like character, making 
allowance for the disparity between this and the Pasquier property 
and the advantage of being a bakery within almost a half square of 
Poydras street, [ do not of my own knowledge of the actual amount 
paid for rent either of the property in question or of any other prop- 

erty in the immediate vicinity. I did gather information 
5710 from parties who occupied the Pasquier property, and it is 

from that information, and making proper allowances of the 
disparity between the two properties, that 1 make my present esti- 
mate. From ’72 to ’74 1 form my opinion as stated previously, and 
from ’75 to 77 from the tenants themselves. 

Q. At whose request and solicitation was this examination made? 

A. At Mrs. Gaines’. The only tenant I saw was the party who 
occupied it from ’75 to 77. The previous years I derived my infor- 
mation from the value of property. I never made any leases of 
property in the square in which this property is situated from ‘69 to 
‘77. My information is derived from what was told me by parties 
occupying adjacent properties. Rent has depreciated since 1569 to 
present time. There has been a great deal decline of rents from ’69 
to within the last two years, and since then they have remained 
about the same. Rents have declined from 30 to 50 per cent. since 
1869. I knew this property since before 69. I do not know any- 
thing of its condition previous to Saturday and to-day. 

Q. At whose request ? 

A. That of Mrs. Gaines. 

Q. Do you know how long this property has been occupied as a 
bakery ? 

A. I am informed it was occupied two years by the present tenant, 
and they found it established as a bakery. I do not know what it 
was used for in 1869. I do not know what it was used for from 
1869 to 1872, or whether it was occupied or unoccupied during that 
period. 


J. W. Davis, sworn : 


Occupation as in Pasquier case stated. The property next to cor- 
ner of Perdido, on Rampart, I have examined. It is occupied as a 
bakery. I made the same examination in order to arrive at a rea- 
sonable rental since 1869, as stated by me in my testimony in the 
Pasquier property. I made it with Mr. Deslonde. The improve- 
ments consist of a two-story brick house, with dwelling above and a 
bake oven, with all the necessary appliances for carrying on the 
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business. I consider the property worth from ’69 to 12, S600 per 
annum; ‘72 to ‘75, $420 per annum; ‘75 to ’77, $240. per 
5711 annum, which I consider nominal and too low for the value 
of the property. 
X-eX.: 

Have rented any property in the same square from °75 to "77? 

A. Ihave not. There is a small piece of property in the square 
unrented. There is only one piece on Phillppi unrented that I 
know of, it is known as the Bacas property, for which they ask $125. 
The improvements on the Phillippi property are not one-half as good 
as the Meilleur property on Circus street. I do not know, as agent, 
of the rents of property in that square, but I do otherwise, what I 
have been told by others and what I believe. I know that the rents 
from ’75 to ‘77 paid forthe Meilleur property are far below what the 
real value in comparison with the rents paid by Mr. Anderson for 
property situated on the same square and known as the Robertson 
property, and which — far inferior to this property. I should 
judge the property is 17 or 18 feet in front. I should judge it was 
90 feet front. The Robertson property measures 30 feet front by 95 
or 96 feet in depth, about twice as large as the Meilleur property. 

The Robertson store is in part used as a lottery office and other 
part as a jewelry store; there is no top to it, it,is a box. ‘There is an 
alley about 3 or 3} feet, the balance of the property is covered by 
the buildings. Don’t know who occupied the Meilleur property 
from ’69 to 72. Do not know its condition during that time. 

Q. How then do you know that the property was worth $600 rent 
per annum during that period, when you did not know whether it 
Was occupied or unoccupied or anything in reference to the condi- 
tion of the property during that period? 

A. I judge from the eeneral character of the building, did not 
take into consideration whether it was occupied or occupied, but 
that a building of its character should have been kept in order. I 
did not rent any property in that square or vicinity in ‘69 to ’72. 
I think I would have to refer to my books to ascertain. 

(). At whose request did you examine this property for the 
0712 purpose of ascertaining what would be a proper rent for it, as 
set forth in your examination-in-chief? 

A. Mrs. Gaines. 

Q. Did you make an examination of the property ? 

A. I did as far as I saw was ne cessary. 

Q. When? 

A. About three weeks ago, and again to-day. 

Q. Did you make a previous examination of the property ? 

A. None. 

(. Then you had no previous knowledge of its condition ? 

A. None. 

Q. You stated what you considered a reasonable rent for this prop- 
erty from ‘69 to ‘72, ’72 to “74, “75 to “77; on what data do you base 
your opinion, whether or not it is from your personal knowledge 
given to you out of the presence of Mr. Meilleur by third parties ? 


ee 


«? 


T 2 


«? 
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A. I would state, Ist, that I learned from the present tenant the 
amount of rent for the last 15 vears to be at the rate of $20 per 
month; deeming that to be a very low rent I never took that as my 
basis and proportioned the rent for the back years In accordance 
with the statement made by Mr. Crepple as to the property of which 
he was the owner, of the corner of Rampart and Poydros street. | 
derived my knowledge from the answers filed in the Gaines suits in 
the Crepple matter ; ‘have no personal knowledge of the rents de- 
rived from this property. I have been appointed by Mrs. Gaines to 
examine unimproved property. I expect to be compensated for my 
services; I am not interested in the result of this litigation ; it was 
at the request of Mrs. Gaines that [ examined the Meilleur prop- 
erty. Thestatement of defendant- are to be filed to-morrow even- 
ing at 6 p.m 


Case continued until Thursday evening at 6 p. m 


Fritz STeEHLE, sworn for the defense: 
[ know the property of Mr. M. Meilleur, defendant therein, located 
at 117 Rampart St. It is a two-story brick building, and used for a 
bakery. I occupy it and am a baker. lam the present tenant, and 
have occupied the property 15 months. I have paid during that 
time rent at $20 per month. At‘the present time I consider that a 
goou and reasonable rent. I believe for four months before I oc- 
cupied [it] as a bakery, but rent was paid, the man who was 
5713 in the property at the time told me so, his name is J. Staltz. 
| consider $20 now a good rent per month. The property is 
in bad condition; it is very much in need of repairs, the whole 
building is in bad order. I am the person who gave Mr. Deslonde 
and Mr. Davis the information regarding the rent | have paid and 
am now paying. 


JouN Kierer, sworn for the defendant: 

[ama tailor; I am acquainted with this property from °65 or "66. 
Mr. Meilleur placed the improvements on the property. Most of the 
improvements were repairing the roofs, sud it seemed necessary to 
be constantly repairing the building. 

Q. What kind of repairs ? 

A. Replacing the roof principally. I live in the neighborhood, 
across the street, for the past ten years; I rent the property I live in. 
Mr. Meilleur’s property was used as a dry good- store, and mostly 
of the time as a confectionery and baker shop. 

(). Judging from the price paid by you for the property you oc- 
cupy, What would you consider a fair and reasonable rent for the 
property of Mr. Meilleur for the past 10 years? 

A. I think 35 or 40 would be a fair rent. Mr. Meilleur offered 
me the property 4 or 5 years ago at $50 per month. TI consider $20 
a fair and reasonable rent at the present time in consequence of the 
bad condition of the house, and it would have been a fair rent for 
the past 15 months. 


4526 THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


Micnet LeGceat, sworn for defendant: 

Knows the property in controversy ; knew it when it was built; 
it was built 8 or # years ago. I examined the property particularly 
about a week ago and found it in a very bad condition. I can’t tell 
what the house could rent for now; it could not be high, as the 
house is in such bad condition ; 1t has been used for a bakery for a 
great many years; it has been used for that purpose 5 or 6 years, 
cant say exactly. The improvements were put on the prop- 
erty by defendant. The defendant was constantly improving 

and repairing the building during the whole time that 
O714 know the property right and left when there was occasion. 

It did not cost much money each time, but he was always 
repairing, and often it cost him considerable, especially when he 
put on the roof. It could not have been rented had not these repa- 
rations been constantly made. Twenty dollars would be a fair rental 
at this time. I own a great deal of real estate myself in the city. 
[ have owned real estate ever since 1834, and have been buying and 
selling real estate constantly since then. I think the ground and 
improvements are worth $1,500 or 1,800. I don’t believe it would 
bring $1,800 at auction; I believe it would bring $1,500. His 
valuation is on a cash price at auction. Does not believe it would 
bring more at private sale. The property is in very bad condition. 
It would cost $800 or 900 to put it in good order. There are some. 
buildings on the square that are shut up, and [ don’t believe they 
are occupied. 

Master: When I stated that defendant made the improvements, 
I cannot say whether he was the owner of the land or not. The 
house was built 8 or 9 years ago; [ am not positive. I cannot say 
what would have been the value of materials or price of workman- 
ship for building the house in 1869. I did not pay much attention 
to it. The house had the appearance of being good at that time ; it 
had just been built. I do not know what rent it could bring then. In 
that time the location was very good for business ; there were many 
passers by. Since then business has very much fallen off; its  fall- 
ing off has been about as in other parts of the city on account of 
bad times. 

Case continued until Tuesday evening at 6 p.m. 


J. Tuomas, sworn for defendant : 

[am a carpenter; I have been a carpenter for 15 or 20 years. I 
aim acquainted with M. Mielleur- property, 117 Rampart. street, in 
this city. I made repairs on it. The biggest repair | done was in 
1875. I made a floor, repaired the back gallery, and fixed all the 

doors in the house. In 1876 I made another floor again and 
5715 repaired the roof over the oven, all new. The cost of labor, 

materials, and all amounted to $150. Often times previous 
to 1875 | repaired the property. I repaired the steps, back doors, 
which aint no account now. I did not keep an account of these 
small jobs. I went all through the property recently. It is at 
present in a bad condition. I live in Prosper St., between Annette 
and New St. Bernard. It has been in a bad condition 3 or 4 years. 


~~ 
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WitiiaM Vey: 

Tam atinsmith; live at 190 Royal. I knew Mr. Meilleur, de- 
fendant. I knew defendant’s property, 117 Rampart St., since *67, 
or perhaps 8 years, since I first worked there. I repaired the gal- 
leries (zine) and the zine roof. It was a house that had originally 
[been] badly built. The roof was bad since the time of 1864. I 
have been repairing the house ever since, the small repairs costing 
$2, 3, & dat time. Two years before this I made new gutters all 
round the house, for which [ charged $40 odd dollars. Some 7 or 
S years I made repairs of $57 or 3S. These repairs were necessary 
for the preservation of the building. [I have not seen the house for 
about a year. The house was badly constructed and in bad con- 
dition when I last saw it, and out of repair. 


Mr. M. Metitievur, defendant, sworn : 

My account is filed in this case containing a statement of taxes, 
improvements, and rents, which documents are marked A, B, & C 
and filed May 29, ’77, in all respects true and correct. All the 
taxes on this property, No. 117 Ramipart street, without cost or 
charges, being city, State, and drainage taxes, were paid on the 
property from 1864 to 1877, inclusive, amounting to $2,052.66, by 
me, and 5 per cent. interest, calculated on each item from the date 
of its payment, would make the total amount of $2,454.40, asshown 
by my statement. I have all the city, State, and drainage receipts 
for these taxes, which I now produce. I paid the insurance on the 
property, as stated in my account. This property was always 

insured in the ‘Merchants’ Insurance Co. Vouchers pro- 
5716 duced and prove the item in the account. The account 

marked “B” contains a correct statement of the amount ex- 
pended by me for construction and reparations made on the build- 
ing, and amounts to the sum of $5,889.94, vouchers for which are 
produced. The account C is in all respects correct. J paid Mr. 
Clay two notes, mortgage, amounting to $1,100, each for $550, dated 
27 March, 1866, on lot and kitchen of property 117 Rampart street, 
act passed before W. J. Castell, N. P., together with interest for 10 
vears and two months at 5 per cent., amounting to $559.15, which 
makes the total amount paid Mr. Clay, $1,659.15, as stated In said 
Account ©. I have disbursed, in addition to the sum of S3,S80.97, as 
already stated, about $400, making $4,200 expe nded for reparations 
and original construction, as is shown by Statement “B.” The total 
amount of taxes, city, State, and drainage, together with insurance 
paid and reparations made, and 5 per cent. interest included thereon, 
amounts, in the aggregate, to the sum of $3,690.04, as shown by 
Statement “ A,” which, with the $4,200 contained in Statement B, 
embraces the entire expenditures, as above stated, by me on the 
property 117 Rampart street. The entire rent received by me 
amounts to the sum of $3,049, which I have credited in Statement 
A, and which is the entire rent collected by me since I acquired this 
property. The property is now rented for $20; it has been rented 
at that price. I have received no more rent than I have credited in 
my account. All taxes, city and State, mentioned in my Statement 
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A as paid by me for all the years previous to the year 1869, the date 
of my purchase, were so paid by me, because they was a condition 
of said sale without which I could get no title from the auctioneer 
nor notary, and Iwas compelled to pay the same. When I pur- 
chased this property, in 1869, the improvements now thereon were 
constructed with the exception of the repairs made by me since that 
date and mentioned in my statement. They were constructed by 
the husband of the previous owner. There were, in March, 1866, 
_ there were 2 mortgages, notes of $550 each, making $1,100, 
5717 which were due by Mr. Keating, previous possessor, and bear- 
ing on the lot and kitchen situated 117 Rampart street, as 


more fully expressed in my Statement- B & C, the amount of which. 


notes I then paid for Mr. Keating to Mr. Clay, the holder, of said 
notes; and the sum of $0959.15, charged in the statement for ten 
years’ interest, is the interest I caleulated as due on the principal 
from the time of payment till now. Then I lent to Mr. Keating, for 
the purpose of constructing that building, the sums of $3,000 and 
$1,200, both secured by mortgage on 117 Rampart St. property, the 
sum .of $3.000 and being represented by two mortgage notes of 
$1,500 eac h, dated Aug. ). t, 66, and the sum of $1,200 by another 

mortgage note, dated Oct. 29, 66; the interest of $2,235, charged by 
me for ten years on the amount of said notes, represents the entire 
— | consider due thereon from their date till now. I have vouchers 
to amount of $3,889.97 showing the amounts of the aforesaid moneys 
that were applied by Keating to the construction of the aforesaid 
buildings, said moneys having been advanced by me for the purpose 
aforesaid, and in 1869, Keating being dead and the property being 
sold in his succession, I was obliged to buy in the property to pro- 
tect myself. The vouchers for $3 3,889 will be produced. 


Account “A,” Referred and Annexed to Testimony. 


City Taxes of Owen Keating and Mr. Meilleur. 
Interest 


No. Taxes. Years. Amount. rset Amount. 
 Fivet Grnimare Gistrict.....<« <ooo-- 1864 $5 43 l year > = 
2 Consolidated loan, May Ist-.----.- DR58 cil. anode gatlae Sii 
> rr rr ee IS54 19 40 ‘ 7 
4 ‘6 ‘6 ee ee 1855. 23 3 é 66 1 163 
5 6 6 Sea 1856. 9 400 97 
6 City tax, Jackson R. R.... ...... 1852. Bie cei en Ze: 
7 INN sais tic tegh mimes edie aimee ‘1853. » OO - 25 
ae 1852- eS ees wy 
ee ee a 1854. 30 00 1 50 

10 City tax 1853, DD, "D6, <A RRS OT seers ain Biba 101 25 = = 5) 0} 

11 City na ca gee eae 1858. 30 00 — -1 50 

12 i. NO eee 5 OO 

be. @mmemeent for tames..... « «00 <conus IS61_ 7s ae.6:hlCU 1 86} 

5718 

ee eee Ne COG issn niialmaearmebuanio 1862_ noe oe 1 86} 

15 Judgm’t EE LI OE 1863_ 26 75 gtk 1 35 

16 ‘6 age RL an cere ees 1R64_ ea.|hlU Ue 1 86} 

17 é sé be PS er 8 CS ae Ms aale e 1kO5_ 30 OO 66 ‘6 l 50 

18 és “ol an LA en Valen) ne aah 1866- 35 75 =} Os 19 66} 
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19 ‘6 ‘se O Pi ne Sega eee 1867. 80 75 = = 
2%) sé sc 68 i L868. 30 OO se 
%1 $6 oo ee ee 1860. 30 00 ~~ = 
99 ce sé ‘é SE ey oem ne Ig ae ee sé me 15 (nM) sé “é 
93 sé ic és eae Oe a eee ce yA yO sé és 
S540 79 
City Taxes on the Name of M. Meilleur. 
640 79 

City tax Of TiiGi cccsouncensees FRM Wel. 80 OO 6 y'rs 

se 6. © Ths GE ctdence = = 7 110 00 5 «* 
SUNS castes eee Eee ey oo * 
CAEP CBS 2.00 secs tinier nine enmmee s 8666 1873. 120 00 4 & 
ey i endl lens e. R2 45 . = 

ss ll Re UR ee ee Le aye Oe ae nn és sé sil 5O 75 4 ‘ 

Oly " cca. *§ ~R a ee 
I viii i es “i = &  . 100 00 38 * 
Cle * Uae OM eee ee 
SO Oe on i sc 8666 1875-~ nea gs 

‘6 sé ea a RE. EMT igh SS ree ‘6 ‘“ 1876. O38 50 ] sé 

a i 45 00 mos, 


oe 


Tax: 


pe i eS Te 
i i a i Paid in 1855. 665 12 
3 rT POTS eRe es be ‘ 1855. 665 11 
4 rT O .0 . 1857 685 10 
5 rT — ORL ee. sé 66 RH. § 50 6 
6 ‘6 “ wo Rene tee nr ee sé “ [R66_ 7a Tae 
6 rT ‘6k pone MeN ed eee ss ‘ 1866. _ es get 
or “6 ‘* 1867. 10 62 10 
, IIE cincinnati ti ine edizin a @ .... 
ee pe imp ornae 910 10 
9 One DOP CORE. SAE .caace concn= coee -— ee 20 00 10 
Be “a “ a 14 25 v 


ll éé 


1,617 94 


State Taxes of Owen Keating and M. Meilleur. 


3s 1852, '54, 56, °58, 59, ’61, 


a of sé ‘* 1860. 15 25 


~———— = — — — ee ee ee ee me ee ee 


LS8OL 99 


5719 State Tax on the Name of M. Meilleur. 
1,801 91 
NE ELLE LEE ET fr eT Paid in 73. BR 25 7 
- = |. See ee i 8625 6 
ee 66 EE tilt ial dias cc "Iu 8H 25 4 


M’e’ 


$2,023 66 


———_— = 


Merchants’ Insurance 1867, Mrs. W. Hickey. 
Trans. to order of M. Meilleur._.... ~.......--. 6300 9 y’ 


ts’ Ins. trans. to 6 fee 1868_ 6800 


N. O. Ins. Ass’n_ a — 1869. 63 00 8 
rT 6 rT rT aes 1870. 60 50 7 
rT rT rT rT ee 1871_ 60 50 6 
‘6 ‘6 sé 66 ae 1872. 60 50 5 
bé 46 Y rT soe 1873~— 60 OO 4 
rT rT rT rT Soi 1S74_ 57 OO 38 
‘és rT ‘6 sé gee tes 1875. 30 OO 2 
‘¢ és ‘6 és 1876. 37 50 l 


2,587 66 


Vy rs 


* 


858 235 
20 313 
25 874 
17 25 


583 72} 
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| Reparations made to House No. 117 Rampart Street. 
t 
i 1 To William, for a zine roof, May-. 1860 _ 37 OO 8 y'rs 14 80 
i 2 “ H. Green, for cleaning W. 
RY Oe iniinieiib datiidamints 1869_ ‘co - « 1 20 
38 * bill for repairing vault, July. oo all 2 80 
4 * P, Navaiiles, carpt., Sept. es oF ng 8 70 - = 3 48 
5 ‘ C. Joseph, bricklayer, Oct..—-- fe oe. « 4 OO 
6 ‘ Dobel, repairing cistern. ......- 1870- [—hU Th 2 80 
( 7 * Adrien, repairing sidewalk - ~~~. em a‘ «4 @ 9 95 
8 ‘* Dufeau, carpt , rep. gallery. _-- 1871_ ‘a. 6S Se 1 05 
f 9 ‘* Adrien, bricklayer, Feb. ...... - ae 4 50 : -* 1 35 
10 = William, tinsmith, April.....-. - mo 8 50 _. 2 55 
f 11 * Adrien, bricklayer, Nov. 4.--- we’ (a. * * 1 35 
; + T. Keeffer, Tt. S. » for roof, Oct. —- awe 9 OO . = 27 
: - ee ‘ June_. 1872_ 500 « & 1 25 
46 * Seienitt adie rv & nies dee “a Se 4 oS oe ee 3 75 
15 “ L. Roea, for lumber .._...---.- fer 16 05 os « 4 O1} 
16 ©* Adrien, bricklayer, Aug. .--- - ater 23 00 sé 5 75 
7. * Weems, Ate. .... icine ey 10 00 ‘4 2 50 
18 ‘“ M. Maurice, carpt., Aug. . me oon” 8 OO ay 2 OO 
19 “ T. Kieffer, for jroof, locks, & 6: 
I pe SR Ra mre oa 6 25 — 1 56 
20 “ William, for zine gutters 6 375 
- I 1874. oe oe 
21 i 1872. 8 OO D & 2 OO 
22 1‘ W. Maurice, repairing. ....... © _—_—hC6U* hU* 50 
23 
24 =e ome 
OF Sanitarv Ex. Co., for 1872, °75, : i 
a. a 1876. - 27 0O 6 mos. 2 8H 
& | 
26 | 
5720 
27 Blumenthal, for fence. .........-- 1876_ 775 = 1 year 303 
28 Theophile, fooring, June mi-upuiiaisiaindiinin oi 1875_ 56 OO oo 88 5 60 
29 Sundry repairs from ’72 to._.----- 1875- Sa |hlUY Um 9 28) 
i EL 
cht EARN reo. eer eam ee eee poe 671 88 


8,690 O4 


| | eee: 049 00 


Account “ B,” Referred and Annexed to Testimony. 


Paid to Mr. Clay, broker, by Michel Meilleur, two mort- 

gage notes of $550 each, dated 27 March, 1866, on lot 

and kitchen situate No. 117 Rampart St., act passed 

before W. J., N. P., March 27, ’66, amounting to eleven 

EE Rh Sea EN HAMM ie 0 BEEN 1,100 00 
Three promissory notes, mortgage, in favor of Michel 

Meilleur, by act before Paul E. Laresche, N. P., dated— 

the two first dated August 24th, 1866, each $1,500_.-. 3,000 00 


The other dated October 29th, 1866.........-_- ..2-.. . ~ 1,200 00 
Total amount disbursed to erect building_.--~~-- $4,200 00 
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Paid by M. Meilleur for construction on building No. 117 Ram- 
part street: 


1. Nov. 3, 1866. Frederick & Warner... ...--.~--- 100 00 
2. Feo. 16, 1667. Hasse & Pooley ...... oe. ~. «<0. 147 18 
3. Sept. 28, 1866. H. L. Washburne.---.-.----...-. 340 00 
4.O0c. 9, “ SR ee 74:15 
5. June 14, “ I Aa OI oa: sisnulnhinnesnieensettiieneenncnee 508 68 
ee ee, pO REE ES NC 247 30 
me ae. CR Ee ee 135 71 
3. Chas. Donnelly, bricklayer__-- ---- S00 00 
9. Aug. 28, “ Paid constable 3d justice court---~- 198 00 
10. iT cs e sé _ a ee Sl AO 
im os Ze “ Frederick & Warner, slater-_- 100 OO 
nae: = “ — Gallier & Esterbrook for doors 52 50 
mM nev. & * “Mrs. Hickey for hands -..---- 100 00 
14. 6c 24, és sé sé sé sag ee 100 OO 
ee ‘ . Hasam «& Pooley 134 00 
mi. a 9 ” for hands__-_-~.- 100 00 
17. April17, 1869. “ Hs “ material —-- 100 00 
18. Nov. 20, 1866. 6 2 “ — 50 00 
na. oe . - © Dee a. 40 00 
20. Dec. 8, “ ¥ sl oe Nee 50 OO 
21. Sept. 22, “ “ . © OP cian 100 00 
9721 
22. Sept. 30, 1866. Paid Mrs. Hickey to pay mortgage 
Br I certaniscnnsnesinsiiiiin: ecco 225 00 
25. Nov. 3, 1866. Paid Mrs. Hickey for labor. ~-~-~~- 10 95 
44. Oct: &, “* si ’ Or I ced 20 OO 
25. Feb. 13, 1864.  “ Frederick & Warner for repair 
OF tet esnnneiidinniiaiiomaiiiciin 80 00 


83.889 97 
E. & O. E. 
Many other bills could not be found or lost. 


Michel Meilleur, being duly sworn, deposes and says: That the 
within and foregoing statement and exhibit of rents and revenues 
and disbursements for taxes and improvements and betterments on 
the property in his possession herein described, No. 117 Rampart 
St., &e., and adjudged to belong to complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, 
is true and correct, and that he claims and demands said taxes, dis- 
bursements, and costs of said improvements and value of materials, 
with 5% interest in each item from date of payment or disburse- 
ment, as herein shown. 

(Signed) WEL MEILLEUR. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me, this 29th day of May, 1877. 

(Signed) E. SABOURIN, Master. 


actoeeeaptemnnapenanemmemtmanietiemteaans sien . mn 
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Paid to Mr. J. A. Clay, broker, by Michel Meilleur, two 
mortgage notes of $550 each, dated 27th March, 1866, 
on lot and kitchen situated No. 117 Rampart. street, 
act passed by Wm. J. Castell, N. P., March 27th, 1866, 


I OO asics sethila i wth cise withinsnsemiieiiniaieannaa edie $1,100 00 
int; Gee 20 years & SZ moninea; ©] 8%... cccuccmicucois oo9 15 


1,659 15 
Three promissory notes mortgaged in favor of Michel 
Meilleur, by act before Paul E. Laresche, N. P., dated— ©— . 
the two first dated August 24th, 1866, each $1,500... 3,000 00 


Zee other dated Oct. 20th, 1606, for... 0... cence canone 1,200 00 
Total amount disbursed to erect the vuilding on 
SEO SEE e Sete COI nse ses erties 4,200 00 
Int. of 2 notes of $1,500 each for 10 years and 9 
dl lili scesiicins ot bienseniascnepssneigiiesaoiemcanias 1,600 
Int. of 1 note of $1,200 for 10 years and 7 months, 
(a) 5 Yo em ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee —— 635 
— «_- 2.255 00 


5722 Motion and Order Appointing Chas. 8S. Rice, Master, to Tax 
Costs of Ik. Sabourin, Master. 


Extract of Minutes of May 11th, 1878. 


Myra C. GAINES ) 
vs. . No. 3663. 
P. H. Mownsseavux e al. 


On motion of Wm. Reed Mills, solicitor of complainant, at re- 
quest of E. Sabourin, master in chancery, and showing to the court 
that said master has filed his several reports in this cause, and that 
his services and expenses and costs should be taxed— 

It is ordered that Charles 8. Rice, master in chancery, be, and he 
is hereby, appointed to tax the services, costs, and expenses due to 
said E. Sabourin, as master, in his several reports made in the sev- 
eral cases referred to him as master in the above-entitled and num- 
bered cause ; | 

And it is further ordered that said master notify Wm. Reed 
Mills, solicitor of complainant; Jas. McConnell, Horace E. Upton, 
J. Lavergne, John Barnett, Chas. E. Schmidt, E. W. Huntington, 
Z. Lemonier, and QO. Morel, solicitors of the several defendants, of 


this reference. 
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5723 Report of J. W. Gurley, Master,on Taxed Cost of Suit. Filed May 

10th, 1878. Marked NXV, U.S. C. C., No. 8825, offered by 
Complainant 2d September, 1580. 

Myra CLarkK GAINES ! 


*e) 


vs. No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux et al. 


7 To the hon. the circuit court of the United States for the fifth cir- 
euit and district of Louisiana: 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs, No. 3663. 
P. H. Mownsseavux et als. 


Conformably to the order of reference of this ease, | have prepared 
and herewith submit in book form my report of the costs of suit as 
taxed against each of the defendants. The clerk’s costs reported on 
embrace all that have accrued and chargeable from the date of the 
institution of the suit in November, 1865, down to the fifth day of 
November, 1877, as per transcript of fees from his book, which is 
herewith returned as part of this report. The master has not been 
able to obtain a transcript from the marshal/’s fee book for the ° 
period dating from the institution of the suit to the 15 February, 
1870; but the clerk’s bill shows what papers were issued to him for 
service during that time, and from that date his fees have been as- 
certained and taxed. The detailed fee bill taken from the marshall’s 
book, which is herewith returned as part of this report, show all the 
items of cost to which he is entitled for services rendered from the 
15th February, 1870, to the 6th day of December, 1877, inclusive, 
and have been allowed in the report as taxed. From the manner 
in which the record of services have been kept the master has been 
compelled to rank most of the charges as common costs, and to dis- 
tribute them equally among the defendants. By this course the 
officer is credited with the full amount of his legal fees ; but some of 
the defendants are made to pay a few cents or dollars more than the 
exact amount strictly demandable of them. There is no remedy 
for this. The report states, as nearly as it is possible to ascertain 
them, the true sum due by the several defendants down to the dates 
| named. The clerk’s bill shows that he issued in the aggregate 222 
subpeenas in chancery, all of which are charged as originals, no 

alias. As there are about 196 defendants to the bill of complaint, it 
was a matter of much perplexity to account for the discrepancy. It 
appears that 1387 were issued at the time of the institution of the 
suit, in 1865. Of these but 90 are found in the record, and there is 
no way of determining against which of the 47 other defendants, 
which make up the 90, these were issued [to]. His bill further 

5724 shows that on the 9th July, 1866, thirty-one other original 
subpeenas in chancery were issued ; of these but seventeen 

are found in the record, and there is no clue by which the names of 
the 14th others can be ascertained. It further shows that in July, 
) 1870, (the marshal’ has it Feb’y,) 54 other original subpeenas in 
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chancery were issued, none of which are to be found in the record, 
thus making the whole number issued, as above stated, 222. The 
master has charged the defendants in the bill in 1865 with one each, 
making 196. He has charged the 17 defendants against whom sub- 
poenas were issued in 1866, now in the record, with one each, 17, 
and 9 defendants, whose names are not in the bill of complaint or 
appear differently in the decree, supposing they must at some time 
have been served, with one each, 9; thus crediting the clerk and 
marshal with the whole number, 222. The officers may have some 
difficulty in making among themselves a proper distribution of the 
fees; they probably have memoranda which will enable them todo 
it satisfactorily. At any rate it is a matter with which the litigants 
have no concern. No notice has been taken of the deposit fee or 
payments of costs which the bills show some of the defendants have 
made ; forthese they most likely have vouchers, and are entitled to 
eredit. The court allowed Mr. C. 8S. Rice, master, a fee of $250 for 
services rendered in 1872,(report filed on 29th Jan’y, 1877,) chargea- 
ble to the ten cases of Gaines vs. Agnelly et als., No. 6085, & Gaines 
vs. Monsseaux et al., No. 3663. One-half of that fee was charged 
against the defendants to the decree in the Agnelly case ; the other 
half is here distributed among and charged against the defendants 
in the decree in this case. The fees due E. Sabourin, Esq., master 
in chancery, are now, as I am informed, pending before a master for 
examination and report. The amounts have ‘therefore been left 
blank. The clerk can readily fill them when adjusted. The at- 
torneys’ fees for depositions are taxed from astatement furnished by 
Mr. Sabourin of the number taken before him. His statement is 
returned herewith as part of thisreport. There was but one hear- 
ing in this case, it having been tried as to all the defendants in the 
decree at the same time. I have therefore, as in the Agnelly ease, 
and for the reasons therein stated in my report, to which reference 
is now made, allowed but one docket fee, dividing it equally among 

said defendants. The counsel/ of complainant takes in this 
9725 case the same exception to the correctness of the master’s 

ruling in that regard, and his exception is reserved to him. 
The master submits that four hundred and sixty-two dollars is a 
proper compensation for his services for this report, and he prays 
that it may be allowed. Divided among the defendants on decree, 
it amounts to six dollars each. He has entered it as claimed. Of 
course, it cannot be exacted of the parties until it shall stand con- 
firmed. 

Respectfully submitted. 
J. W. GURLEY, Master. 
New Orleans, 18th May, 1878. 


NotE.—Against those checked thus )/ deerees were rendered 30th 
April, 1877, being 74. Against those roarked thus % decrees were 
rendered 10th April, 1878, being 3. 
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A—, Avril, P., page 12; Avon, Louis, page 13; 1/ Abadie, Joseph, 


THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 4535 


page 14; Agelasto, Alex. M., page 15; Avegno, Jr., P., page 16; 
Attenet, L., page 17; Allie, ‘Jean, page 18; Abadie. B.. page 19; 
Avegno, Bernard, test. ex. of P. Avegno, page 20; Abel, Edmund, 
21; “Alex x, Osear, agent of Tereasa P. Massana, page 22; Augrain, 
ra « his wife, page 23. B—Bordes, Pierre, (not in original bill), 
page 205; Bandue, Jules, page 24; Bermond, Joseph, page 20; 
) Brietry, John, page 26; Bonenquier, Lilette, or Bonseigneur, page 
27; Bethencourt, Marcelin, page 28; Blacksmith, John Augustus, 
page 29; Bazanae, Joseph, page 30; 1 Bischoff, George, alias Prin- 
schopp, page 31; 1/ Barnett, Louis, page 52; 7/ Brunett, Simon = Ed- 
ward, page 33; , Bermudez, Jules, page 34; Bigot, J. I", page 35; 
Boeto, A., page 36; Bouligny, N.,& Mary, his wife, page 37; Bandue, 
Mrs. Frances Jos., and her husband, page 38; » Brietry, Mrs. Pauline, 
and her husbond, page 30; Bavant, alias Ravenat, Mrs. Celina, & 
husband, page 40: Bazanace, Mrs., & her husband, page 41; Brown, 
Jno. M., page 42; Benocke, Louis, page 45; Blane, J. A., page 44; 
Barnet, Edward, pege 45; Banzane, Armand, page 46; Bonseig- 
neur, Lilette, alias Bonseigneur, page 47; ° Bazae, Joseph, (not in 
bill,) page 206; 1/ Bazae, Jean, (not in bill,) page 207. C—y Ceros- 
celes, Louis, (not in bill) page 142; Cap, Widow Pierre, page 45 ; 
Cronan, Dennis, page 49 ; Cerossales or Ceroselles, Victor, page 90 ; 
Cheval, M., alias Theral, page 51; Cubicke, A., page 52; Courbert, 
J. F. B., page 53; Canal Carondelet Navigation Co., page o4 ; Cole- 
man, Willis P., page 55; Cazeneau, Jean, page 56; Cazenane, 
5726 agent of heirs of Pesquier, page 57; City of New Orleans, see 
New Orle ans, page 153. D—Donocourt, A. D., page 58; 
V/ Doherty, Owen, (heirs of,) page 59; 1/ Desplaux, Jose ph, page 60; 
Diard, Joseph, (Oeschner,) page 61 ; Doriocourt, Maria M., tutrix, Ke., 
page 62; Duracker, Widow B., page 63; Dangel, Joseph, page G4: 
V Despeaux, John, page 65; Dumant, Julian, page 66; Demoruelle, 
Victorine, page 67; ~/Ducros,, Felix A., page 68; Dubac, Joseph, 
page 69; Devoe, R., page 70; ; Dupasse, J.; Celestine, Arnoux, page 
Davidson, John & Jas. C., page 72; 1 Delord, Simeon, Mrs., & 
husband, page 73; Drez, Alphonse, page 74; Dennis, Michael, page 
76; Doriocourt, Joseph, page 212; Doriocourt, Frances, page 213 ; 
Doriocourt, Andre, page 216. E—Esnard, Marcellin, page 75. F— 
Foy, Horville, page 77; Famegano, Joseph, page 78; Fuentes, 
Joseph, page 79; Fisher, N. P., & wife, page 80. G—Gravier , Marie 
P., heir of Josephine Hoa, page 93; Gubarsche, Widow M.; page 81; 
» Gruff, Martin, page 82; , Gautier, Auguste, page 83; Guilot, 
Joseph, page 84; ; Gautier, Aimee, page 85; Guyol, Theodore, 
page 86; »/Gubernator, Jno. L., page 57; } Griswold, Arthur B., 
page 88; Gallager, John, page 89; Griser, George, alias Giseler ; 
Geseler, Geo., alias Griser, page 90; Grandmont, Henry, page 91; 
Gourdain, Mrs. J. N., & husband (not in bill), page 211. ii--Hen 
nandez, Joseph, page 92; Hoa, Josephine, page 95; Hoey , John, 
page 94 ; Havenard, Mrs. Charles, & husband, page YD ; : Hope In- 
surance Co., page 96; Howell, S., & his wife, page 97; ILlopkins, H. 
D., & his wife, page 98; Hopkins, C. W., page 99; Hogan, W., page 
100; Hubert, d . page 101. J—Jolnson, John, page “102: : Jacobs, 
F. M., page 103: Jacquet, J. B., page 104. K—Keny, Widow J. Juliet 
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alias Reny, page 105; Kelly, Mrs. Ellen, page 106; Kenner, 
Minor, page 107; Kenner, Mrs. Eliza Davis, adm’r’x & tutrix, page 
108; Kerr, Robert J., page 109. L—y Leduc, Josephine, wife, &e. 
(not in bill), page 214; 4 Lapiere, Jules, alias Lapere ; Laperre, 
Jules, alias Lapiere, page 110; Laurans, W., page 111; 1, Lanusse, 
Widow Auguste, page 112; } Levasseur, F. Gabriel ; Lefebre, J. T. 
D., page 114; Losent, Widow Raymond, page 115; , Lohn, George, 
page 116; Lacroix, Francois, page 117 ; ‘y/ Larqui, Henri, page 118; 
) Lavergne, Jules, page 119; Lamarlere, Pierre, page 120; Lavergne, 
H., heirs of; }/ Lorenz, Michael, page 122; Lorenz, Henry, page 125 ; 
Levasseur, Miss M. A., page 124. M—McDonogh School Fund, 
page 125; ) Monsseaux, P. H., page 126; Moreau, Jacques Phil- 
lippi, page 127; Moreno, Barthelemy, page 128 ;° Moran, William, 

page 129; ,/Meilleur, Jr., Michael, page 180; MéLaughlin, 
5727 Margaret, page 131; Mulier, Peter, alias Muller; Muller, 

Peter, alias Mulier, page 132; }/ Macarty, D. B. (heirs of), page 
133; 1/ Morel, C.; } McLean, W. H., page 155; Mace, L. J. E., page 156; 
V Mouny, Francis, page 187; Muilhe, J. B., alias Mailhe; Mailhe, J. 
B., alias Muilhe, page 135; ;/Minville, Pierre, page 139; Merisco, 
Bartholemy, page 140; Mangin, Adele, page 141; Marmsout, Mrs. 
J. B., & her husband, page 144; } Magner, Mrs. Celina, & husband, 
page 145; ,/ Morel, Mrs. Septina, & husband, page 146; Miltenberger, 
A., page 147; ; Mestier, Louis, page 148; Miller, John, page 149; 
Massana, Terese Pene; Oscar, Alex., agent, page 22. N—, Newhouse, 
Jacob, page 151; Nicolin, Antonie Favre, curator of Selinger, page 
152; New Orleans, City of, page 153; , Nie, Louis E., page 209. P— 
Pelhafer, J. G., page 154; Peter, Henry, page 155; Parsscell, Etienne, 
see p. 208; Prinschop, George, alias Bischoff, page 31; Pemberton, 
John, page 158; Pinsard, Isadore Eugene, page 159; 1 Perez, J. P., 
page 160; Parlange, Henry, page 161; 1, Peyroux, Mrs. Pierre 
Osear, and husband, page 162; Phillips, Mrs. Ellen, & husband, 
page 163; ,» Patrick, J. B., page 164; Petrie, Charles, page 165; Pon- 
chartrain Railroad Co., page 166; 1, Pesquier, heirs of; P. Cazanae, 
agent, page 57; Parocell, EF. (not in bill eomp’t), page 208. R—, Ril- 
lieux, U. (not Geo. in bill.or subpeena), page 167; Robertson, J. B., 
page 168; ,/Rochereau, Albin, page 169; ,/ Rousselot, Raymond, 
page 170; Random, Fulcrom, page 171; Reny, Wid. J. Juliet, alias 
Keny, page 105; , Reinecke, Geo. Oscar, page 172; 4 Roumien, Fran- 
cois, page 175; Rousseau, Aimee, page 174; )/ Rousseau, Alfred, 
test. ex'r, &c., page 175; Reiser, J. G., page 176. S—Surrat, Antoine, 
page 177; , Spizafaden, Henry, page 178; p St. Romes, Wid. J. C. 
de, page 179; 1 Soulie, Albin, page 180; St. Amant, Augustus, page 
181; 1 Sebates, Jose, page 182; Stickney, David, page 183; Siffrent, 
J. P., page 184; Scanlan, Jeremiah, Mrs. & husband, page 185; St. 
Paul, Mrs. Henry, and husband, page 186; Sauvage, Mrs. Jean, and 
husband, page 157; } Sove, Martin, page 188; , Saliba, Mrs., adm’r’x 
of Jos. Saliba, page 189; Sabie, John, alias Sable; Sable, John, alias 
Sabie, page 190; Southern Star Candle Manufacturing Co., page 
191. T—Thomson (or Thompson), Ferdinand, page 192; Tourne, 
J. M., page 195; Theard, Jos. Oscar, page 194; Theval, M., alias Cheval, 
pagedl. V—Vredenburgh, W. F., page 195; p Vance, Mrs., and hus- 


band, page 196; | 
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Villars, Naney (not in bill), page 148. 
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W—Weber, 


Stanilaus, page 197: Walton, Emma L., and husband, page 198 


572 


, 


P: age 


Feb. 4. 


1865. 


Jan’'y —. 


—. Subp eh’ NC'Y ..0. 


White, E. Palmyr: 


Octavia, page 203 ; 
Avril, P. 


Clerk's costs: 


Iss’y subp. ch’ne’y & M. R.. ... ... 
lo share of COMMON COBES......... 
Share decree April, °77........... 


Marshall’ s fees: 
To share of e Oommen Costs........... 
Attys’ fees: 
2 depos. before Sabourin, share 
iii: centtniiiantions ennaen 
Master's fe: es: 


MeGurley for report taxing 
nici cecinindttnsnecindatenes cencseees 
To share of $250 fee Commi'r 


E. Sabourin for report ou ae 
counts, 


~ Agelasto, Alex’r M. 


Clerk's costs: 


—. Iss’g subp. ch'ne’y M. R............. 


Marshal/'s fees: 
Subp. c.ane’y.. 


Avegno, Jr. ” Pp. 


Clerk's costs : 
le £ ike. eh’ne’y M.R.. 


Appearances, ans., _ eX- 

hibit.. cece 00 000 occ 
To share of common ¢ Ports. sen vanece 
Share ent'g decree, Ap'l, ‘77......... 


Marshal/'s fees: 
Subp. ch’ne’y..... pees escene 
To share of éommon- COstS....0.... , 
Attys’ fees: 
2 depo. before eanweateiee share 
DB ickcinces eetieninisen 
Master's fees: 
MeGuriey for report 
GEE cccces cocces ses cne cee cncessosoceoescece 
Toshare $250 fee of Rice, master. 
Kk. Sabourin tor report on costs. 


taxing 
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Page 
1k. 
1865. 
Nov. 
1866. 


Page 
0. 
1865, 

Nov. 
1566, 
July 
1R65. 
Dee, 
July 


» 
Page 
*)+) 

a as 
1865. 


Nov 


. Subp. ch’ne’y......... 


—— os 


Allie, Jean. 


Clerk's costs : 

Ixa’'g subop. ch'ne'y M. R..... 
Marshal/’s fees: 

Badp. Cl 0CY ccccccccercccce ccocccccsces coe 


Avegno, Bernard, test. ex'r 
of P. Avegno. 
Clerk's costs: 
. Iss’g subp. ch'ne’y M. R........00+ 


Subp. ch’ne’y M. BR. .....cc. seccecees 0 
Marshal” s satan 
SRP GIRO P cccccctccmcnccccces cecesee « 


40. Filing 


Allen, Oscar, agent of Teresa 
P. Massana. 
Clerk's costs: 


. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R............. 


exce tions....... sitet 
Marshall's fees: 
Subp. ch’'ne’y M. Ru....... cccscsseccseee 


, page 199; 
Ss W hite. George, page 201 ; 


te te 


White, D. Prieur, page 


POO : 


W hite, Athie, page 202 : White, 


Wic ker, Pangrere, page 204. 


Page Avon, Lewis. 
13. 
DSHS. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. & Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R....... ..... 
Ist, 
DOG, —— GRP. CR SF wee -cc coccnsnssscoencnzene eens 
Att'ys’ fees: 
Page Abadie, Joseph. 
14. 
1865, Clerk's costs: 
Nov —. Is<’g subp. ch'ne’y M. R.. 
TSNt) 
Meh. &  Ans....... 
‘ 
july 13. Ex.to report & eMtry... . ..ccccccees 
To share of common costs........ 
Share of ent’ g decree of April, ‘77. 
Marshal/'s fees: 
186 Ds COE centsneevcce etna 
TSO} 
Dec, —. Subp. ch’ey....... , puene es 
To share of common costs.. 
Attys’ fees: 
4 dep’s before Sabourin & share 
BOGE GeO resceunscnntemens como qee 
Master's fees: 
MeGurley for report taxing 
CUBES cccoccceccccecee ecedec 
To share of _ fee of Kice, 
master ...... 
E. Sabourin for re port “On ae: 
counts. 
Cost of depositions. 
Page Attenet, L. 
17. 
1865 Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss'g subp. cha’e’y M. R........... 
806 Marshall's fees 
July —. Sabp. CHA'S’Y ..ccccccorcccccsceces coscoccee 
Page Abadie, B. 
hy 
Tah Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss'g subp. ch'ne’y M. R............. 
ne 
Jat. BW. FVO CbFC0Deiccccceccscsenses ences esecesens 
lah 
July —. Subp. chime’y” Mz Rin... ccceeccceee 
1S66 Marshal(’s fees: 
Jaly —. Seabbp. CRC 'Y .nccce.cocce coccccsseceses ccs 
Page ‘Abel, Edmund. 
21. 
1865 Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch'ne’y M. R.......00000 
1865. Marshall's fees: 
— CR ROY ccccce cecceccccorecconer ccobes 
Page Auqvein, P., _ his wife. 
“pr 
165 Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch'ne’y M. R............. 
1865 Marshal/’s fees: 
Dec. —. Subp. ch'ne’y........ eccccoceseueses 
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Page Bandue, Jules. 
24. Clerk’s costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R.............. 2 16 
1866. 
July —. Subp. ch'ne’y M. R..............cccccs 2 1 
18635. Marshal/” s fees: 
July —. Subp. ch’ne’y M. R........... nl 2 
Page Brietry,John (see post p. 59). 
26. 
1865. .. Clerk’s costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch'ne’y M. D............. 2 10 
1866. 
Apl. 20. Answer, call in warranty, copy, 
BNE CHALOM .cccccecer.coccece. seecceseces 5 20 
To share of common costs.... 2 35 
Share ent’'y decree of April, INT? 
1865, M: arshal/'s fees: 
Dec. —. Subp. ch’ne’y...... ..... Ow 
Share of common A RR 1 70 
Att’y’s fees: 
2deps. before Sabourin & share 
BROS GeO ncocesesnccenssmainns ¢ neessher 3 30 
Ma-ter’s fees: 
MeGurley for report taxing ce sts 6 00 
To share 3250 fee of Rice, mas- 
BOF cic ccncces cccces conscosenuapesnsncosbennesoes 1 65 
E. Sabourin for report on ae 
IIIOE.. .ccnesee fees Cee Cee ee eee eeee rere . — 
5730 
Page Blacksmith, John Augustus. 
2h. 
1665. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. . Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y, M. R........... , oe 
1865. Marsh: all’s fees: 
De r. —. Subp. ch’ne’y............. , 2 00 
Page Bischoff, George, a/ias Prin- 
$1. schopp. 
1865. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —-. Iss’g subp. ch'ne’y M. R.............. 2 10 
1872. 
Jan. ° . Pro conte S80 eee eee eee eeeeee «fe A 95 
*, 
July . Ex. to report & CNtry... cee oe 30 
Oct. . Aff'd. for . possession ; ‘iss’ g 
SIDE PEE Uievdttocnnvictinbenind suciin 1 20 
To share deena Costs ... 2 35 
share of ent’'y decree of April, 
1877 SCR OEE Fee ee ee eeeerer eee eeeree 2 O 
1865. Marshall's fees: 
PR. FR, GW Fe crceck scccnctnasnceseicenen 20 
To share of common costs........... 1 70 
1877. | 
Oct. —. Mit. possession & notice............. 2 0 
Att’y’s fees: 
To share of docket fee & 3 deps. 
WOGITS FDOT E nrccccces cece cecscee 4 80 
Master's fees: 
Me‘surley for report taxing costs 6 00 
To share of $250 fee of Rice, 
TRRBSOP cocvccccccccccence cose: coccee cocsee 1 65 
E. Sabourin, Esq., report on ac- 
GOUBIRER, cosccccncccccs: cocccesesocceses coscce —_ 
Page Brunet, Simond Edward. )/ 
33. 
1865. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss'gsubp ch’ne’y M. R.............. 210 
To share of common, costs ....... » oD 
Share of entry decree of Ap’l, 77 2 05 
1865. Marshal/'s fees: 
Dec. —, Subp. SE 6 secennnentinntinnnnnnriinnnsen 2 om 
To share common costs ........ ..... 1 70 
Att'y’s fees: 
2 deps. before Sabourin, share 
DOCK Ct £0€.......0.. orccerercsccceses cones 3 30 
Master's fees : 
MeGurley for | reporttaxing costs 6 00 
To share $250 fee due Rice. l 65 


E. Sabourin for report on ace’ts. 
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Page Bernard, Joseph. 
24. 
1865, Clerk's costs: 
Nov, --. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R............. 2 10 
1865. Marshal/’s fees : 
Dec. <——. GBP. CR’ RG'Y rccccsccccccces cscscescosesens 2 00 
Page Banenquier, Lillette or Ben- 
27. sugueur. 
1865 Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R...... vn ££ 
1865 Marshal/'s fees : 
Ds GRE EY seine conece -c0nes nenesnw on Oe 
Page Bethencourt, Marcelin. 
28. Z 
1865. Clerk’s costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch'ne’y M. R......... . 8 
D865. Mars-hal/’s f-es: 
Subp. ch’ne’y....... soseene seneees socoece 8 OD 
Page Bazanac, Joseph, Bazac. See 
50. decree. 
1865 Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R..........000. 2 10 
1866 
Mech. 5. Ans. & exhibit...... - 20 
1865 Marshal/’s fees: 
Subp. clone’y 2. ssseeede sadeesneoncenenenes 2 00) 
Page Barnett, Louis. " 
ebb. 
1865 Clerk's costs: 

Nov. -—. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R.. ........... 2 10 
L866 
Jan. 2. Ent’'g appearance eesenceccoces 25 

S66 
Mech h. Ans. «& 3 @ZSB. coccocceece+ceseses eeeeeee ef **. 40 
1872. 
Aug. 3. Amend. ans. & entry. 35 
To share of common costs.. 2 3h 
To share of ent’g decree of April, 
ETT ncvcceccpecess eccccecse = OG 
1865. Marshal?’ s fees. 
Sbby. ch’ne’y......... ccrcoscccsee 8 OO 
To share of common costs. 1 70 
Att’y’s fees : 
3 deps. bef-re Sabourin soe 
share of doexet fee........ anonseoein 4 80 
Master's fees: 
MeGurley for report taxing costs 6 00 
To share $250 fee of Rice, m: aster 1 65 
E. Sabourin for report on ace’ ts... — 
Page Be rmudez, Julesy : 
34. 
1865 Clerk’s costs: 
Nov. —. Iss'g subp. ch’ne’y M. R.............. 2 10 
66. ; 
Jan. 2. Ent’g appearance....... secese 25 
May 19 Demurrer, ans., ex. «& jurat. seusens 35 
1872 
Jan. 15. Pro CONFES8O.....000 See eeeeeer weet eee eeeeee oe 25 
~~ 
‘ 
Sept. 1. Ex. toreport & entry........ eccessesee 25 
To share common costs .............. 2 35 
Share of ent’g decree of Ap’l, 
1877 see e a | 
1865. Marshall’ s fees: 
gg aC ccceccee 2 ON 
Dec. —. To share of Common CoOsts........ 1 76 


Att’y’s fees: 
4 deps. before Sabourin & share 
ig NRE CET ae F 
Master's fees: 
MeGurley f rreport taxing costs, 6 00 
To share $25 0 fee of Rice, master. 1 65 
E. Sabourin for report on accts... 
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Page Bigot, J. F. 
35 
1865 Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss'g subp. ch’e’y M. Ae > Ww 
1S 
1865 Marsh: ils fees: 
Subp. ch'n'ey...... 20) 
Page Bouligny, N., & Mary, his 
37 Ww -ife. 
1865 Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss'g subp. ch'ne’y M. R............. 2 1 
[sit Marshal/s fees: 
| mE 
Page Breily, M’rg. Pauline, and 
89. her husband, ante, p. 26.4 
[RHi5 Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss'g subp. cline’y M. R ...... — 210 
LsOH 
Apl. 2. Answer call in warranty, copy 
NE CUNREIOE cccncnsesecces. ssccscecceces A ww 
To share of common costs ......... 2 35 
* share of entry decree of a 
BOTE ccccce ee | 
1865. Marshal?’ ~ fees: 
a Of seuene 20 
To share of COMMON COSTS reece 1 TO 
Att'y's fees: 
2 dep’s Seleee Sabourin, 2. .......0— 
Share docket fees .............ccecceeee 3 30 
Master's fees: 
MeGurley, for report taxing 
COGER ccccccceccccccccescocccsssccceoos cosces 6 OO 
To share of $250 fee of Rice, | 
master . eeeeeeeeree * eeeereree 1 65 
EF. Sabourin, for. report on ac- 
QOUIED ccocesncecnneiencsmepenceceneencees - 
Page Benoe he, Lewis. 
45. 
1865 Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R.......... 2 10 
- es as  eesoenens 20 
I BB itcicccncts encomien 200 
Page Blane, J. A. 
44. 
1865. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss'g subp. ch'ne’y M. R............ 2 Ww 
is7Z 
Jan. 19. Ent’g motion and iss’g copy ...... 10 
5732 
Page 44. 
1865. Marshal's fees: 
Dec, —, Subp. (  , 4 en wiqenenneerecseces 20 
Pae Bauzane, Armand. 
4, Clerk's costs: 
Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R.......... 210 
1865 Marshal's fees: 
YY ly ee seantuancsees 2 00 
Page Bensagueur, Lilette, alias 
47. Bensuguier. 
1865 Clerk’s costs: 
Nov. —. Iss'g subp. ch'ne’y M. R............. 210 
1865 Marshal's fees: 
|, ) eee oa 8 
Page Cronan, Dennis.® 
49. 
1865. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R............. 2 10 
LST. ‘ 
June 6. Ans., exhibit, ti entry at 
rules enccesecces sccccccee «= SO 
To share of common costs ......... 2 35 
1865 Marshal's fees: 
ee gg Oe 2 00 
i878. Toshare of common costs ........ » BR 


. Share of decree ent'd of this 


ate eeeeee © C8 FH CHEE RHE CHR e Oe 


NEW ORLEANS Vs. MYRA CLARK GAINES, 


Page 


Baeto, A. 


-. 
1865. Clerk's costs : 
Nov. . Iss'g subp ch’ne’y M. R............. 
1865. . Marshal/'s fees: 
BURP. CR WSF ccccocees-cccceses 
Page Bauduc, Mrs. Frances Jos., 
38. and her husband. 
1kH5 Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch'ne’y M. R.............. 
TSH) 
july —. Subp. ch’ne’y M. R....ccccc.cccce.eeses 


Page 


Page 
41. 
LAOH. 

Nov. 
1865. 


Page 


ee ae 


Page 


1865. 


Page 45. 


Bavant, a/ias Ravenal, Mrs. 
Celina & husband. 


Clerk's costs: 


. Iss’'g subp. ech'ne’y M. R............. 
Marshal's fees: 

A GRE ccnene canvinitnnnieaiananal 

Bazanac, Mrs., and her hus- 


band. 
Clerk's costs : 


—. Iss’g aubp. ch'ne’y M. R............. 


Marshall’ « fees: 
GET DO ccncennecemntnniiitite: nes 


Brown, Jno. M. 


Clerk’s costs: 
. Iss'g subp. ch'ne’y 
Marshal's fees : 
Subp. ch’ NE’Y....cco.c-cocceces pecocsecceoes 


POPE Ree Hee eee 


ema ada " 


Clerk's eosts: 


—. Iss’g subp. ch'ne’y M. R.............. 


DEED i ctnisnmenastinsion eetincteniesiieemien 
' To share of common costs, _ 
“ share of ent’g decree of Ap, 
“Marshall . : fees : 
BT. SRF vices: coccvcenecccesecenses 
To share of common costs... 


Att'y’s fees: 
3 dep’s before Sabourin, share 
I i icieianntins dekintinenenn 
Master's fees: 
MeGurley, for report taxing 
Contes sgneeendent -cameanenapernesecnanennns 


OOOO CREE EERE EH FOR RO ee ee eee 


E. Sabourin, for report on costs.. 


Page Cap. Widow Pierre. 
49. 
1865. Clerk's costs: 

Nov. —. Iss'g subp. ch'ne’y M. R............. 
1865. Marshal's fees: 

Dec. —. Subp. ch’ne’y...... ......000 econaneqneens 
Page Cer ssules or Cer: sseles, 
50. Victor. 

1805, Clerk's costs: 

Nov. —. Iss'g subp. ch’ne’y ........ eccuseccesece 

1s. Marshal's fees: 
BADD. CON SY ccccce-cconcsencocscenenseces 
Pave Cheval, M., alias Theral. 
hl. 
TAH Clerk's costs : 

Nov. —. Iss’'g subp. ch'ne’y M. R. ........... 

1865. Marshal's fees: 


Subp. ch'ne'y 


4539 


2? 10 


2 10 


te 


lo 


2 00 
1 70 


2 


2 00 


4540 


THE CITY OF 


NEW ORLEA 


1878. Attorney's fees: 
April —. Share docket fee, ' ...............000 6 65 
Master's fees: 
MeGurley, for report tetanee 
SCOPES soccce seneneseens: one 6 OO 
To share of “$250 ‘fee of Rice, 
TRBBUOP ccccee coccccsescccces se peacee: eceves 1 65 
Page Coube rt, eee 
53. 
1865. Clerk’s costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. Ch’ne’y ....ccccoccseee coves 210 
1865 Marshal's fees: 
Subp. eh’ne’y.. ccoccce 4S OD 
Page Colen man, Willis P. 
5s 
1865 Clerk's costs: 
vov. --. Iss’g subp. eh’ne’y M. R............. 2 10 
5733 
Page 
hd, 
1865 Marshal's fees: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. chn’e’y M.& R......... 2 10 
Page Cazenave, agent of, heir of, 
57 Pesquier. 
186d Clerk’s costs: 
Nov. «—. Iss'g subp. ech'n’ey M. R. ........... 2 10 
1877. 
July 9% Exeeption to report & entry 
Tn’ Tai semninenn scclgaihncabiadihiiianainaiiiaiinieiiieiti oo 
Sept. 5. Application for writ possessory, 
Sas BO OE WOT, GED cccetattinencees 1 60 
To share of common costs.......... . 3% 
Share of ent’g decree of April,’77, 2 05 
1865 Marshal's fees: 
Subp. OY ecncnsannininninatnintan wtitien 200 
To share of common costs......... 1 70 
1877. 
Sept. —. Mit. possession & notice. 
Att'y’s fees: 
4 dep's before Sabourin, and 
BUATO GOCKOSE GO ..ccccccrccosccceccee 6 BD 
Master's fees: 
MeGiuriey for report, taxing, 
CORES ncvcscsee socceseseccccoses .ccoscecees 1m) 
To share of $27 “i fee of Rice 1 65 
E. Sabourin for report on aee’ts. — 
Page Desplaux, Joseph. | 
60, 
1865. Clerk’s costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch'ne’y M. R... ........ 2 10 
To share of common costs......... 2 35 
To share of ent'g decree, palo 
IGT cosedéuecnvenssioncnentes pescsee coocees » o@& 
1865. Marshal's fees: 
Subp. ch’nc’y .........0+. 2 00 
To share of common COSES.. 200000 1 70 
Att'y’s fees; master’s fees: 
MeGurley,for report taxing costs, 6 00 
To share of $250 fee due Rice ..... 1 65 


Vs. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


Cubicke, A. 


Subp. eh’e’y 


5) 
Ig65 Clerk’s costs: 
Nov. Iss" stuibp. ch’ne’y  } See —— 
18th Marshal's fees: 
Subp. ch’ne’y M. R....... peecesee ease . 200 
Page Canal Carondelet Naviga- 
D4. tion Company. 
1865. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. eh’ne’y M. R...... peneded 210 
1865. Marshal's fees: 
DOC, —. BURP. CRS G rccccces cocceccscceccesesccse 2 00 
Page Cazene iu, dean. 
ny. pe 
185. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. Iss’g subp. ch'ne’y M. R ........... 210 
1865. Marshal's fees: 
8, a suiepeseecoecnces 2 00 
Page » Dariocourt, A. D. 
AS. 
TROD. Clerk s @osts: 
Nov. —. Iss'g subp. ech'’ne’y M_ R.......... o 28 10 
L866, 
BEC. GB. ARWecccceces cecvocere -crsncces cosecn ens ecasonnes 10 
71. 
May . Diseontinuanee & exhibit........... 85 
oon” Marshal's fees : 
Bede. C82°RS'Y F. coccocccsss socssseccecesese 2 00 
Saseiiinteiibitasiahaaninainaaaiaiiiditaai binant 
Page Dognerty, Owen, ‘ Her- 
HY. sey.’ 
1865. Clerk’s costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. eh’ne’y M. R............. 2 10 
tis 
July Ll. Ex. to report... cee: eecceces socees th 
To share of COMMON COSTS.....000 2 35 
To share of ent'¢decree of April, 
GOTT cccccccescccccccce seccecees conocer cocees 2 05 
1865. Marsh: ul’s fees : 
OG, <n, FA, COTE Pcececnsessncsscennmentectonns 2 00 
To share of common COStH 0.0.0... 1 70 
Att’y’s fees: 
2 dep’s before Sabourin, 2 share 
GOGH OE FOO. cccccsccccccsse: pesnesee ceoces 3 30 
Master's fees: 
MeGurley, for report taxing 
CORES aiccocceccccees cocces cocses cones eeeees 6 OO 
To share of $250 fee of Rice, 
BEGG ccencerescecsn+ secnstnenamneneinies 1 65 
». Sabourin, for report on ace’ts. — 
Page Dariocourt, Maria M., tu- 
62. trix, &e. 
1865 Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —.‘Iss'g subp. ch'ne’y M. R..........006 2 10 
1865 Marshal's fe s: 
2 00 


THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


Page Diard, Joseph, (Dan’l Oech- 
6 mier. )/ 
1865 Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch'ne’y, M. R............ 2 10 
‘ 
July 17. Ex. to report pansuene coocnnessees Ww 
1860 
July —. Subp. ch’ne’y M. R....... cesses. cece 2 
To share of common costs......... 2 35 
5734 
Page 61. Share of ent’g decree of Ap’'l, 
| ebeeetnens OS 
1877. 
Oct. —. Mit. possession & affid’t.............. 1 10 
1866 Marshal's fees: 
July —. Subp. CH’1O’Y.....ccccccccceeee. coeceeecee 2 00 
To share of common COBEB...0000. 1 70 
1877. 
Oct. —. Mit. possession & notice.............. 2 50 
Att’y's fees: 
2 dep’s before Sabourin, & share 
OE GOONIOE TiO rccccercecccccssasccnceece » 3 
Master's fees: 
MeGurley, for report taxing 
CORE ccccce sccce. coe coccccses coccce soccees - 6 00 
To share $250 fee due Rice ........ 1 65 
E. Sabourin, for report on ace’ts, — 
Page Despeaux, John. 
65. 
1865 Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch'ne’y M. R.............. 210 
eS ae 10 
To share of common costs......... 2 35 
Share of ent’g decree of Ap’, 
BT senieees ceeneneek éceunen eabomanmeces 25 
1865. Marshal’ s fees: 
Dee. <—-. BADR. GUT ceccncsnecceccecccesecescece 2 00 
To share of common costs .......... 1 70 
Att’y’s fees: 
3 dep’s before Sabourin, & share 
GOGMCS FOO ccncnsencsccccenssceccscess cos 4 80 
Master's fees: 
MeGurley, for report taxing 
GOBED ccccce ccoves ccccce coccee ce. coccescee ces 6 00 
To share $25 0), fee due Rice........ 1 65 
FE. Sabourin, report on accounts, — 
Page Dubac, Joseph. 
69. 
1865 Clerk's costs : 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R........... 2 10 
1865. Marshal's fees: 
Dee. <m, BERR. GROG a cccssccccccssccccsccense 8 
Page Stay R. 
70. 
1865 Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch'’ne’y M. R............ 210 
1865. larshal’ s fees: 
Dee. —. Subp. ch’ ne’y.......ccccccccsessosee ae fT 
5735 
Page Dupasse, J. 
Ti. 
1865. Clerk's costs : 
v. —. Iss’y subp. ch'ne’y M. R............ 2 10 
"72. 
June 5. Ent’g order rules......cccocssccscceseees 60 
1866. 
July —. Subp. ch’ne’y M. R... 2 10 
To share of common costs......... 2 5 
Share of entg decree of Ap'l, 
| a 05 
1866. Marshal's fees: 
July —. Subp ech'ne’y M......... penseeococecces 2 00 
To share of comm--n costs......... 1 7v 
Att'ys fees: 
2 deps. before Sabourin and share 
GINS TIO ccncsecenave cnscnecsene cocses 3 30 


Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley, for report tin 
CORED coccccese cece 6 00 
To share $250 fee due Rice.......... 1 65 
E. Sabourin for report on ac- 
counts ...... _ 


> 
Page 


te 
June 22. 


4541 


Durocher, Widow B. 


Clerk's costs : 


—. Iss'g subp. ch'ne'y M. R............. 2 10 


Pro confesso . nicibiniiiadinamsiiaiatitliiinian ” 
ten s diate : 


BOGS. BUDD. Cl ROY -cccescceccoccecocccccscceesye 8 OD 
Page Dangel, Joseph. 
H4. 
TR05 Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss'g subp. eh'ne’y M. R............. 210 
1865 Marshal's fees: 
Dee. —. Subp. ch’ne’y...... cocecesesccoces coocesees 2 00 
Page Dumant, Julian. 
ti. 
1865. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch'ne’y ..... © eccceses ne 
1865. Marshal's fees: 
Subp. ch’ne’y ereeee ewer eeeeee ** et ee eee eee” 2 00 
Page  Demoruelle, Victorine. 
7. 
1865. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R............ 210 
1865. Marshal's fees: 
Dec. —. Subp. ch'ne’y........ ecovece conse evscesecs 2 00 
Page Ducrois, Felix A.)/ 
68, 
1865 Clerk's costs: 
Nov. --. Iss’'g subp. ch'’ne’y M. R............ 210 
TI. 
June 20. Pro ee set aside, My & filing 
doe't COCO COREE OO HEH Hee eee eeeeeee Ho 
To a tlh “ common costs ... 2 35 
To share of ent'g decree wi f Ap'l ‘h, 
1877 .. seseeet 2 05 
Marshal's fees: 
a ene 200 
To share of common costs.......... 1 70 


Att’y’s fees: 
2 dep’s before Sabourin, share 
GEESE BOO ccccce cecceccsscse connssencens 3 30 
Master's fees: 


MeGurley, for report taxing 
costs, ke.. —m Gee 
Te share of S250) fee due ‘Rice .. 1 65 


Page Drez, Alphonse 
74. 
1865 Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch'ne’y M. R...... ences 2 10 
Marshal's fees: 
1865. 
Dec. —. Subp. ch’nc’y M. R.....coce cosee seeees 2 00 
Page aaa Marcellin 
75 
1865 Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Is='g subp. ch’ne'y M. R............ 210 
1865 Marshal's fees: 
Sg een 2 00 
Page Dennis, Michael 
76. 
1865 Clerk s costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R...... —ae e 
72. 
Ap'l 6. Bat’ COFCO. .ccccsce-- cece cesses coves cocces 25 
2, ey scccceee «Cl WO 
1SH5 Marshal's fees: 


Subp. CH'NC'Y...coccee scenes. ccossceccccese 63 OD 


4542 


Page 


THE CITY OF 


Davidson, Jno., & James C. 


"rs 
i a 
1865. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch'n’ey M. R.......... .« 83 
1866 
M’ch 5. Pleas, ans. ex. entries at rules... oO 
7 
—, fa, Be Ferree AD 
1865 
BD, GOP snccenssecneetenetccsivennicnts 2 00 
Page Delord, Simeon, Mrs., and hus- 
73. band. } 
1865. Clerk's costs: 


Nov. —. 


77. 
July 13. 


Iss’g subp. ch'ne’y M. R..............- 2 10 
Ex. to report 10 
To share of common costs......... 2 35 
Share of ent’g decree of Ap'l, 


WISE <ceccccnss  senennansceentse socnceanenes 2 05 
1865. Marshal's fees: 
Dee. —. Subp. ch'ne’y............ 2 00 
To share of common costs.......... 1 70 
Att'ys fees: 
2 deps. before Sabourin and share 
docket fee...... ....- pemmee ehenesevenne 3 30 
20 00 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley, for report taxing 
CODED cccccccecce socce cocces cocses socese -- 6 00 
. To share $250 fee due ee 1 65 
FE. Sabourin for eer on ac- 
COUTTS nccoce coccsccccece oseess coccceescses —_ 
5756 
Page Fumegano, Joseph 
78. 
1865. Clerk’s ‘costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R............ 2 10 
1865 Marshal's fees: 
Dec. —. mane: gp Pe ae ae fs 
Page Fuentes, Jose phy 
79 
1865 Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp ch’ne’y M. R..... ..... » 310 
"om 
BET 2. ARSWO ccccccccvecescccecscosceceseces evceccee 10 
Nov. 16. Filing general report, J. W. Gur- 
I ali 25 
20. Filing report, Gurley, & 2 doc’ts 
fg eee eeu ot 
To share of common costs......... 2 35 
“ share of ent’'g decree of Soni l, 
1877 2 05. 
1865, Marshal’ s fees: 
ee ee, BI Gr 8 Fh nteenticctttiatneeoedentn senses 2 00 
To share of common costs......... 1 70 
1877 Att’vs fees: 
11 dep’s taken before Gurley and 
ee 27 80 
1877 Master’s fees: 
J. W. Gurley, for report state- 
ment of ACCOUNtS.........000-sccccces 200° 00 
J. W. Gurley, for — taxation 
costs... core 6 OO 
To share $250.00 fee due Rice...... 1 65 
Ste nographer’ B: 
Clarke (due to J. W. Gurley, hav- - 
_ing been paid by him) hi anaes 13 00 
Page Fis her, N. P. - and Wife. 
80, 
T8645 Clerk’s costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. l............ 210 
1865 Marshals ieee: 
Dec. —. Subp. 5 iainicandiiieninaion 200 
Page Gubarse he, “Widow M. 
81. 
1865 Clerk's cosis: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R............ 2 10 
Marshal’ s fees: 
GG P cccennemernesemeeene on 8 


NEW ORLEANS 


VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


Page Fay, Horville)/ 
77 
sud Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’n’ey M. R...... eonees 210 
‘ 


‘ ° 
Nov. 16. 


Filing general report, M. G. & 

gg ee 
To share of common costs ....... - 39S 
Share of ent’'g decree of Ap'l, 77. 2 


1865 Marshal's fees: 
OO. | <n, A i cieeen cette tie 2 00 
To share of common costs.......... 1 70 
Att’y’s fees: 
6 dep’s before Gurley and share 
of docket fee.......... me FT 
1877 Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley, report on statement 
. eee 200 00 
J. W. Gurley, report on taxation 
fh, Ae umm OS 
To share of $250 fee due Rice. ecoees 1 65 
Seonenea yhers: 
Clarke (due J. W. Gurley, spat 
been paid by him) ............00. 13 00 
Page Gruff, Martin 
SZ. 
1877. : 
July 13. Ex. to report & ent’g 30 
To share of common costs........ 2 35 
Share of ent’g decree of Ap’l, ’ 2 05 
1865 M: arshal’ s fees: 
oe Lp ee 2 00 
To share of common costs.......... 1 70 
Att'ys fees: 
4 depositions before Sabourinand 
share docket fee...... suppesscsncsouse 6 30 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley, for report a 
COBUD « coccce cecces coves coves cccccoccecoooes (w) 
To share $250 due Rice........... 1 65 
E. Sabourin for report on ace’ts, — 
Page Gautier, Auguste, 
P &3. 
1865, Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss'g subp. ch'ne’y M. R...... ane 8 
L866. 
Be eee &, ROUND, BR ccc cecsennin pannees 10 
To share of common costs.. veveeee 2 335 
* share of ent’g decree Ap’ 1, 2 05 
1865. Marshal's fees: 
Subp. CHC Y, Paid... eeeereeees 2 00 
To share of common costs......... 1 70 
Att’ys fees: 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley, for report taxing 
GCROOR, . PR ccarscecnssascncseccenennnnion 6 00 
ro share $250 due Kice............... 1 65 
Page Guilot, Joseph 
8 
Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch'ne’y M. R............ 20 
1X65 Marshal's fees. 
ee, «e, GR GE ccks eticteinintnd 2 00 
Page Gautier, Aimeé, 
Sd 
1865. Clerk’s costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch'ne’y M. R............ 210 
1866 
M’ch 5, Answer...... eneges covene conese senene concne-ee 10. 
"72. 
Aug. 3. Amended answer & order......... 35 
‘To share of common costs, paid... 2 35 
“ share of mencanine. decree of 
8 | ee 


THE CITY OF 


NEW ORLEANS YS. 


Page Gruff, Martin 
4 
IS65 Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss'g subp. ch'ne’y M. R............ 210 
1806. 
Mech 5. Answer and entry at rules......... 40 
5737 
Page Gautier, Aimeé. 
S85. 
LS65. Marshal's fees: 
Subp. ch'ne’y....... senee-sonae sani 2 00 
To share of common costs.. - 
Master's fees : 
J. W. Gurley for report — 
COREG cannes. «as0en cone oan 6 00 
To share $250 due Rice..........0.. 1 65 
Page Guyol, Theodore 
Sb 
1865 Clerk's costs; 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch'ne’y, M. R............ 2 10 
1865 Marshal's fees: 
Des. <<», BRP, GWG Pncccsmcs coscrsccsccnsecccces 2) 
Page Gubernator, Jno. L., 
87. 
1865, Clerk's costs: 
Nov. , Iss’g subp.ch’ne’y, M. R.............. 2 10 
"72. 
Ap'l 1. Ans. & entry at rules...........ccccse 60 
To share of common costs......... 2 35 
Share of ent’'g decree of Ap'l,’77.. 2 05 
1865. Marshal's fees: 
Dee. —m, BOR. CRO ceccccmensmsnssecssnee ccssse 2) 
To share of common costs ........ 1 70 
Att’y’s fees: 
3 dep’s before Sabourin and 
share docket [00 ......0-ccccccseeee. 4 80 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley for report ent 
GOGED. cocnsrescccesnens cuvces cceseoendecence 6 00 
To share $250 fee due Rice... » s@ 
E. Sabourin, for report on ast... - 
Page Griswold, Arthur B., 
8. 
1865. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss'g subp. ch'ne’y, M. R............. 2 10 
72. 
Ap’). BBD .corscemn-aqensnsncrescocezese ans pentibeneces 1” 
' To share of common costs......... 2 35 
Share of ent’g decree of Ap'l, 
DUT enanencnnenn wennnsat pases secece coscceee » 2M 
1865. Marshal's fees : 
EOS. —m, GOR, GEG PW ecccsvccccensen. ecveccscosaces 2 0 
To share of com. costs............. oe 32 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley, for report taxing 
GOREM.. ccoccce 2000s cccccescccccccecocoocces f (n) 
To share $250 fee due him.......... 1 65 
5738 
Page Hoey, John 
o4. : 
1865 Clerk's costs: 
Nov. Iss’g subp. ch'ne'y, M. R............ 210 
1865 Marshal's fees: 
Dec. —. Subp. ch’ne’y....cc.0..00000 —— 


MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


4545 


Page Gallager, John 
su 
apd Clerk's costs : 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch'ne’y, M. R,........... 2 10 
1865, Marshal's fees : 
eg ae rs | 
Page Griser, George, alias Gri- 
0), selio. 
1865. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch'ne’y, M. R........... 210 
1sti5. Marshal's fees: 
Sg fgg See F 
Page Grandmont, Henry 
on. 
1805. Clerk's ¢ osts . 
Nov. . iss'g subp. Cre EB Git 8 
1865. . Marshal's fees: 
DOG, ——, FSW ORNS Feccccecsmcescemmeccsenen: 9 OF 
Page Hernandez, Joseph, 
92. 
1865. Clerk's costs : 
Nov. --. Iss'g subp. ch'ne’y, M. R ....... we 
To share of common costs.paid. 2 35 
Share of ent'g decree of Ap’, 
Neo eeeee coc ——— f 
1865. Marsh: il’s fees: 
DOS. om BURR CRORE PF cecccecesccccrvcebenscesicnees 2 00 
To share of common costs,......... 1 70 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley, for report taxing 
| Ee b OO 
To share $250, fe e due Rice. anise te 
Page Hoa, Josephine,, Marie P. 
93. Gravier, heir of. 
1865. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. --. Iss’g subp. ch'ne’y, M. R............ 210 
To share of common costs......... 2 35 
- share of eaty decree of Ap'l, 
"TU cupensnccnntenmesepenorentn gudnensetpebence 205 
1865. Marshal's s fees: 
Dec. —. Subp. eh’ne F cccccccccces seoccccce co ———e . 
To share of common OOROBcccccen tw 
Att'y *s fees: 
2 dep’s before E. Sabourin and 
share docket fee............ ae 
aster’s fees: 
J. W. Gurley, for report taxing 
GQEBED ccoceccceces convene cesccosessoeceesss 6 OO 
To share $250 fee due Rice ......... 1 65 
EK Sabour ‘in, for report on ace’ts. — 
Page Hubert, F. 
lol 
TRS Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss'g subp. ch’ne’y, M. R. ......... 2 lw 
1865 Marshal's fees: 
SUD. C2 WO'Y 220cce cccccceccsocccescccenes 2 00 


4544 THE 
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Page Havenard, Mrs. Charles & 
95. husband. 
1865. Clerk's ¢ osts : 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne'y, M. R............ 2 10 
1865 Marshal's fees: 
Sg ee . 200 
Page Hope Insuranee Co. , 
96 
1865. Clerk’s costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y, M. R............ 2 10 
1866. 
Jan’y 2. Ent’g appearance M’ch 5; an- 
BWOP .cccccccccececces cccces conece -0000e coccee 25 
To share of common costs......... 2 35 
“ share of ent’g decree of Ap’'l, 
SPD canentain® antacnsnednnnneesnenibneinans 2 05 
1865. Marshal's fees: 
SD. GE GW coviensnaneccesccncscenscaseoss 2 Ww 
To share of common Costs.......... 1 70 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley, for report taxing 
UIE oscncuncensnccsonsensentbennrecceneee 6 OO 
To share $250 fee due Rice .......... 1 65 
E. Sabourin, for — on ac- 
COUTIES ..ccccoces cee sececocecesocs — 
Page Howell, G., & his wife. 
97. 
1865 Clerk's costs : 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y, M. R....... umm 8 
1865. Marshal's fees: 
is i FE GI UW coictn eccintininncnitcononnin 2 00 
Page Hopkins, H. D., & his wife. 
98, 
1865. Clerk’s costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y, M. RB... 2 10 
1865. Marshal's fees : 
Dec. —. Subp. eh’ NG V ccesesvennsnsennmese once oo 2 00 
Page ‘Hopkins, C.W. 
go. 
1865. Clerk’s costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y, M. R............ 210 
1865. Marshal's fees : 
es 2 CR, GE cctmietcinctennn 2 00 
Page Hogan, W. 
100 
1865 Clerk’s costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y, M. R........... - 210 
Marshal's fees: 
1865. Iss'g subp. Ch’nc’y......cccccccccsseoses 2 00 
739 
Page Kenny, Wid. J. Juliet, alias 
105. Reny. 
1865, Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. chane’y, M. R.. ......... 210 
186 Marshal's fees: 
Subp. SRE cccenmnce cameieensineseseie 2 (mM) 
Page Kelly, Mrs. Ellen 
106 
1865 Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss'g subp. ch’e’y, M. R........00....- 2 10 
Marshal's fees: 
gg SNOT ae oT 
Page Kenner, Minor 
107 
1865 Clerk's costs : 
Nov. —. Iss'g subp. ch’n'y, M. R............00. 210 
1865 Marshal's fees: 


Subp. ch'ne’y.... 


MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


Page Johnson, John 
1, 
Istid, Clerk’s costs: 
Nov. -—-. Iss’g subp. ech'ne’y, M. R............ 210 
To share of e¢ ommon COBLS..ccococe 3 BS 
No decree in 1877. 
187X. 
Ap’! 10. To share cost ent'g decree of 
this date yA Coreee Seeeceee eres: oeeees 
1865. Marshal's fees: 
a Lg eee ence 3 OD 
To share of common costs.. 1 70 
1878. Att'y's fees: 
Ap'l 10. To share docket fee on hear- 
ing» Mcee Ter TT etree eet reree rir errr 6 65 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley, for report taxing 
CORES sacacvece as ceccemetsnncniPenecnents 6 00 
To share $250 fee due Rice 1 65 
Page Jacobs, F. M.)/ 
103 
1865 Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —-. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y, M. R............ 210 
To share of common eosts.. 2 35 
Share of ent’g decree of Ap'l, "27. 2 05 
1865 Marshal's fees: 
Dak. ——, GRR, Gar OB cccenscetnseniceeganesinnn 2 00 
To share of common costs . rr i 
Att'y’s fees: ; 
3 dep’s before Sabonrin and 
share docket fee............... ——e F 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley, for report taxing 
WOUED ocsiconncaceecesneccceeunenmnensces cennes 6 00 
To share $250 fee due Rice .......... 1 65 
E. Sabourin, for report on ace’ts. — 
Page Jacquet, J. B. 
104. 
1865 Clerk’s costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y, M. R......... oo 3 10 
1865 Marshal's fees: 
Subp. ch'ne’y......... ne F 
Page Lapiere, Jules, alias Lapene. 
110. 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley, for report, eng 
COMED cccccccecsscceces : 6 00 
To share $250 fee due. a oe &@ 
E. Sabourin, for pe on ace’'ts, — 
Page La iurans, W. 
111. 
1865 Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch'ne’y, M. R............ 210 
1865 Marshal's fees: 


Subp. ch'ne’y 


oe #8 Oe eee eee 
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Page Kennor, Mrs. Eliza Davis, 
108. adm’r. & tutrix. 
1865 Clerk's e osts: 
Nov. —. Iss'g subp. ch'ne’y, M. R............. 2 10 
18-6, 
M’ch 5. Pleas and ANSWePs........cco...ceeceeees lo 
Agreement, answer, 4 exhibits, 
OMETY ..ccccrcccccces ceccccccccccccsee coves 1 10 
. “oa ; 
June 16. Amended answer........ ppaneauatiiaente TD 
July 14 Stipulation & 7 exhibits.............. ; wm) 
1865. Marshal's fees: 
Bw Oe 2 
Page Kerr, Robert J. 
109, 
1865. Clerk's costs: P 
Nov. —. Iss'g subp. ch’ne’y, M. R........00 2 10 
1865. Marshal's fees: 
Dee. <= Bebe, GEG Ts commen ann 98 @ 
Page , Lapiere, Jules, a/ias La- 
110. pene. 
1865. Clerk's costs . 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch'ne’y, M. R..... vm £O 
187). 
Dec. 5. Plea & demurrer, ent’g at rules... Ho 
To share of common costs..... 2 3 
Share of ent’g decree of Ap'l, IS77 2 05 
1865. Marshal's fees: 
Dec. —. Subp. ch'ne’y 2) 
To share of common costs........... 1 70 
Att’y’s fees: 
2deps. before Sabourin and share 
I I ii cited entiemaceiis + 30 
5740 
Page Levasseur, J. Gabbriel 
113. 4deps. before Sabourin and share 
NS BaD incttetesienen eneseeen 6 30 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley for report etn 
CODER cccccesescccccecccccesesesoccesenssocecs HO 
To share $2% fee due Rice.. en 1 65 
E. Sabourin, for report on ac- 
counts. -_ 
Page Le febre, J.T. D. 
114. 
1865 Clerk's costs : 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y, M. R ........... 2 10 
1866 
July -—-. “ - ” y eustnenee 210 
1866 : Marshal's ens 
July —-. Subp. ch'ne’y a 2 
Pave Loseul, W id. - oe 
115. 
1865. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss'g subp, ch'ne’y, M. R.; paid 
DE, Tic scceteccncenccnenennececennces Ww 
1865. Marshal's fees: 
1879. Subp. ch'ne’y; paid June, 1879... 2 00 
June —. Paid by Mrs. Raymond Locoue -- 
Page Lohr, George 
116. 
1865. Clerk's ¢ oxts : 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y, M. R..... ...... 210 
1866. 
BOM «=, _ AGccncnncencencqnnsd+* ctcensbenseccsencoonnenes 10 
_ om 
FOTy ——, BE. 00 FOROS cccccccccccsss-cccescccces - 10 
To share of common costs... 2 35 
Share of ent’'g decree of April, 
_ o e+e eeeeeoeses 20D 
1865 Marshal's fees: 
Subp. ch'ne’y...... cone: eocceccoscoocooces 200 
To share of common costs. hedinenaes » bw 
Att'y’s fees: 
2 deps. before Sabourin, and 
share docket fee................s00+ 3 30 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley for report taxing 
GOBER cecagnces cqocscepcess 6 oO 
To share $259 fee due Rice........... 1 65 


E. Sabourin for report on ace'ts. 


2S85G 
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AINES. 


Page Lanusse, Wid. Auguste, 
112 
1SO5 Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch'ne’y, M. R............ 2 10 
<i 
bw 
Apl 6. Filing answer & entry owner...... 1 
“ general report, J. W. Gurley 
77. EF Citawintinninninet- mension seeceseen ° 35 
Nov. 16. To share of common c oxts.. eontes 2 3 
“ share of ent’g decree of Ap'l, 
PO et iit aces niceties ial a. 
TRS M: arshal’s costs: 
Dee. --. Subp. ch’ ne’y..........cccccsecseocersesees 2 
To share of COMMON COSTS. ......0.. 1 7 
Att’y’s fees: 
f deps. before Gurley, & ‘share 
GTS Bei icccsnenntncnsnticctininsnenn 15 30 
Master's fees: 
1877. J. W. Gurley, for report on state 
ment of accounts ....... 150) 00 
J. W. Gurley, for report on ti ixing 
GORGA... connenes cencnnssncaccnsssecooncececess i) 
To share @27 “) fee due Rice.......... 1 65 
Stenographers fe es: 
Harry Langford, deps. before 
Re IO , + 50 
Clarke, due Gurley, having heen 
paid by him... sattiieinsatenaiaiontiiee 1 00 
Page  Lavasseur, J. Gabriel, 
113. 
1st, Clerk's cont: 
Nov. —. Iss'g subp. ch'ne’y, M. R........... 2 10 
To share of common costs. ........ 2 35 
Share of entg. decree, Ap’ l, 1877. 2 0 
1865. Marshal's fees: 
Dee, —-, GR, GIG Penccsencecensniesun 200 
To share of coramon costs.......... 1 70 
Attorney’ s fees: 
Parge Larqui, Henri, 
118, 
1RH5. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch'ne’y, M. R...... .... 2 10 
1877. 
Nov. 1% Filing master’s report & entry... 60 
TSOH, 
July —. Subp. ch'ne’y, M. R............cccceeee 2 10 
To share of common cCosts,......... 2 35 
Share of ent '¢ decree of Ap'l, "77. 2 05 
1866. Marshal's fees: 
July —. Subp. ch’ne’y....... eccscccee oS UD 
To share of common ¢ na 1 70 
Att’v's fees: 
o- hefore Sabourin and share 
CL Reh 
Master's fees : 
J. W. Gurley for report taxing 
AE ree te a Aone ae yD COOP sant h OO 
lo share 825 ) fee ‘due en “1 65 
E. Sabourin for re port on ace’ts. — 
Page Lavergne, Jules, 
11%. 
1865. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch'ne’y, M. R........... 2 10 
To share of common costs.. 2 
Share of ent'g decree Ap'l, 1877 . S@ 
1805, ae s fees: 
Deeb. —. Subp. GE A Wicaccnencenisenneneninsiiens »§ 3 
To share of c ommon a 
Att'y’s fees: 
8 deps. before Sabourin and share 
docket fee.. eecocececcesoeescoesesee BS ohl 
Master's : fees : 
J. W. Gurley for report taxing 
De icnciines snneectnanatibintin vin Cte 5 OO 
To share $250 fee due Rice......... 1 65 
EF. Nabouria for report on ae 
counts. ae 
Pave Lamarlere, Pierre 
120. 
1865 Clerk's costs; 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y, M. R............ 210 
1865 Marshal's fees: 
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Page Lacroix, Francoies 
117 
1865. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp, ch'ne'’y, M. R............ 2 10 
1a65. Marshal's fees: 
Dec, —. Sul-p. ch'ne’y........... amen 2 OO 
5741 
1865 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R.... ........ 2 10 
Isto. Marshal's fees: 
mE f 
Page Lorenz, Michael, 
122. 
1X65. Clerk's costs : 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R.... .cceccee 2 10 
To share of common cCosts....... 2 5 
Share of ent’'g decree of Ap‘, 77 205 
1865, Marshal's fees: 
Subp. OURS’ Y ccccance -ceccee no eeeees core 2 OO) 
‘To share of common costs. ........ 1 70 
Attorney's fees, paid .......06 2.000. 2) ww 
laster’s fees: 
. W. Gurley, for report taxing 
eanta, pal AES eRe 6 OO 
To share $250 fee due Rice......... 1 65 
Page Lorenz, Henry 
1865. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch'ne’y M. R............. 2 10 
be > 
Ap’ ' BUNGE CPOE .onccese. cocncccccccccnseocecceee 0) 
May 30. Dismissed ... anmanepeeebnccenes 75 
1865, Marshal's s fees: 
Bubp. Cha’ RC*Y .ccccscesccesccesceseseccecsee 2 0 
Page Levasseur, Miss M. A. 
124. 
1865, Clerk’s costs: 
Novy. . Iss’ g subp. ch’nc’y M. R..\ ..... ..... 210 
1865. Marshal's fees: 
Pee. <=, BOP. CR OST cccccesss cecccsccesesseses wee 2 OO 
Page. McDonough school fund. 
125 
1865. Clerk’s costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. Ri............. 2 10 
1865. Marshal's fees: 
Subp. ch’ne’y......... ee 
Page Seite aux, P. H., 
12H. 
1865. Clerk's costs : 
Nov. —. Iss*g subp. ch’ne’y M. R............. 210 
To share of common Costs......... 2 
Share of entg decree Ap'l, ‘77... 2 05 
1865. Marshal's fees: 
Dec, —. Subp. CINCY ...cceccecceceeceeeneren eneees 2 (K) 
To share of common Costs ......... 1 70 
5742 
Page Meilleur, Jr., Michel 
10, 
Attorney's fees: 
To 7 depositions taken before 
BADOUFER cccccccesccccncscscvccescscccscce 10 50 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley, for report taxing 
OGG GIDE scscnssininncittiniaiinnicans 6 00 
To share $250 fee ‘due Rice........ - 1 6 
1879. 
July 2 P’d by Michel Meilleut, Jr.......... ~- 
Page Me Laughlin, Mansaset 
131. 
1865. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R......c000000: 2 10 
LS65. Marshal's fees: 
Subp. ech’ne’y scoccee 4S OD 


NEW ORLEANS VS. 


MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


Page Lavergne, Heirs of H. 
ik 
Clerk's costs: 
Page 126. 
Master's fees: 
. W. Gurley, for report taxing 


yon een coccee 6 OD 
To share $2; “i fee due Rice......... 1 65 
Ree’d from Julies Vienne, coll'r, 
comm'n: 
Marshal’s costs............ 24 WO—10¢ 40 
GOPeRe'S. BOG. ccscccscecsesss 6 00 0 
gre or 15 
Clerk's « Osts onemacengecnes IZ 1 2 
Attorney's docket fe e.,.20 00 2 0 
4415 
Less comm'n is‘d to 
FD ccncehuienen asonuens 4 40 4 40 
39 7h ‘ 
Page Moreau, Jacques Phillippi 
Fed 
mt« 
ISG, Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss'g subp. ch'ne’y M. R..... cccoce 8 WO 
1865. Marshal's fees : 
— CH’ RC'Y .. .ccccccrcrcccccscecscccccen 8 OO 
Pave Moreau, Berthelemy 
12s. 
TS05. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R.............. 210 
TROD. Mars hal’ «= fees: 
Subp. eh’ ne » eer teen ve eeeeeer eee eeeree 2 OO 
Page Moran, William 
12. 
186. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch'ne’y M. R............ 2 10 
1865. Marshal's fees: 
Dec. —,. Subp. CR'MC’Y .cccccoce-cscccccoccscsccsccse 8 OD 
Page Meilleur, Jr., Michel, 
150), 
1RO5. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R............... 2 10 
7a. 
July 10. Ex. to report and entry.............. : 20 
z. Exceptions and entry to rules ... 3h 
Aff’a't & filing, 60; Iss'g writ pos- 
; — Ul klm,lmrllUM OS OF 
To share of common Costs.......... 2 35 
Share of entg decree of Ap'l,’77.. 2 05 
1865. Marshal's fees: 
Decb. —. Subbp. Ch’ 06’ Y...ccccccsscccoseosceses sees - 320 
L877. 
To share of common costs ......... 1 70 
Aug’t —. Writ of possession & notice......... 2 50 
Page Morel, C. 
134. 
‘72 
Appl 1. Answer & entry at rules.. 60 
To share of common costs . oa, fF 
Share of ent’g decree of Ap’ 1,7 77. 206 
165. Marshal’ s fees: 
Dec. —. Subp. 5g Sn ccoocceee 8 OD 
‘lo share of ce ommon ¢ “osts. mien «oe 
Att’y’s fees: 
3deps. before Sabourin and share 
GOCKCE FOC coscccccecse A 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley, for report taxing 
OONED accccennccenensmsensceeesemensenenes 6 00 
To share $250 fee due Rice ......... 1 05 


kK. Sabourin, for report on ace’ts.. 
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4 80 


30 


Page Mullier, Peter, a/ias Muller. 
132. 
1865. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss'g subp. ch'ne’y M. R.............. 
1866. 
ee pecanese cosceenns 
1865 Marshal’ s fees: 
Subp. ch’ BO 'Y .cccnsses coccnses wedinieevanaees 
Page Maearty, D. B., heirs of 
134. 
1865. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss'g subp. ch’ne’y M. R.............. 
77 
iis 
Sept. 1. Ex.toreport and entry...... .. sceees 
Nov. 20. Entry leave to withdraw titles .. 
To share of common costs......... 
Share of ent’g decree of Ap’l, 77.. 
1865, Marshal's fees: 
Dec. —. Subp. OT 
To share of common cCosts......... 
Attys fees: 
3deps. before Sabourin and share 
Fi iiieccienenesieemescumnne 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley for report taxing 
CODED ccccccccccccccccccccccccese.: cocces cocces 
To share $250 fee due Rice......... 
EK. Sabourin for report on costs... 
Page Morel, C., 
134. 
1865. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss'g subp. ch'ne’y M. R........ envece 
1866. 
—e ee « eecceses cencessessocescsscocces 
57 74: } 
~ Page Mouny, Frances 
137. 
1865. Marshal's fees: 
ee, , BR ec centers 
To share of common costs ........ : 


Master's fees: 


J. W. Gurley for report taxing 
costs ... ceneoes 
To share $250 fee due Rice........ : 


Muilhe, J. B., alias Muaihle. 


138. 
1st 5 Clerk's costs ; 
Nov. —. Iss'g subp. ch’ne’y, M. R....... — 
1s8¢5 ——* « fees: 
a OR RO'Y «. cccceccceccccccseccccececees 
Page Minnville, Pierre 
139. 
1865 Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss'g-subp. ch'ne’y M. R ........... 
tte 
July 13. Ex. to report ...ccccs coce. cocceceresceees 
1866. 
July —. Subp. ch'ne’y M. & R. eneeen 
: To bare of Common CORES ....0cece 
Share of ent g decree of Ap’ 
1866. Marshal's fees : 
July —. Subp. Ch’ 06’ Y ........ccceceocesececcccoeses 
To chase of COMMON COSTS ....0000 
Att'y’s fees: 
2 dep’s before Sabourin, and 
share docket fee 2.0... ......cccecees 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley, for report a 
costs .. ecece 
To share $250 fee due Me ssiesen 
E, Sabourin, for report on ace'ts. 
Page Morisco, Barthelemy 
140. 
1865. Clerk's costs : 
Nov. —. Iss’'g subp. ch'ne’y M. R.. — 
1865. Marshal's | Se : 
Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y .. péocnnt 


* 


2 


20 
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Page McLean, W. H., 
134 
1805 Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’ subp. ch’ne’y ic: Uiienbinsiaiinnaaes > Ww 
PSO. 
M'eh i I nse antennas: aniiieiiinies 20 
To share of common costs ......... 2 35 
Share of ent'g decree of Ap'l, 77. 2 05 
1865. Marshal's fees: 
SURED, CRF GF cocccensscncccssnsansnncesonss 2 00 
To share of common costs .......... 1 70 
Att'v's fees: 
2 deps. before Sabourin and share 
docket fee. ee 
Master’: . ieee: 
J. W. Gurley, for report taxing 
GREE cananesns conesunemnconcneneseneennenenes LL 
To share $250 fee due Rice .... ... 1 65 
oe ———-vahanal for report on ac- 
COUTTS ..ccccceesccccessecesee ones. seceecees —_ 
Page Mace, L. J. E. 
hor 
Ist Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss'g subp. ch'ne’y M. R....... ...... , 10 
1st. Marshal’ s fees: 
SUR CRUG F ccccnmnes-connccescesesescsees 2 00 
Page Mouny, Frances, 
137. 
sid Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’me’y M. R.............. 210 
To share of common costs ...... — f 
Share of ent’g decree of Ap'l, "77... 2 05 
, ‘ -- ’ ; ; 
Page Cerosseles, Louis, not in 
142. original billofcompl't.| 
TROS 
ee 8 ee eee 2 10 
lsh 
Feby. 5. Appearance, jurat, exhibit, an- 
RD inns narinteiniciereiaiianiaiainatiiaiiaianaitianiis rin 
To share of common costs ......... 2 
Share of ent g decree of Ap l, 77... 2 06 
185. Marshal's fees: 
BBP. C80 NS Y sccceccceccccceree- escccccsess 2 
Share of common cCosts....... ...... oa 
Att'y’s fees: 
2 dep’s before Sabourin; share 
CO ee ; 30 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley, for ect sunt 
costs ... ones Hoo 
To share & 20 due Rie ae 1 65 
KE. Sabouria, for report on acc'ts.. — 
Page Villars, Nancy (not in orig- 
143. inal bill, subpeena for)., 
aod G lerk’s costs: 
Subp. ch’ne’y M. R.. — 
Subp. ch’ne’y on warrants.. 120 
To share of common conte . ms — - 
Share of ent'g decree of Ap’ i, 77. ” OD 
1855—"6. Marshal's fees: 
Dec. —. Sub. chine’y & i ch'ne’y on 
Warranto.. , seaseane BLL 
To share of « common c Posts ounens 1 70 
Att y's fees: 
2dep’ « before Sabourin and share 
ot docket fee .. cnneddinianins 3.30 
Master's poate S: 
J. W. Gurley, for report sett 
costs . eapeceeces i OO 
Share G50 fee due Rice — ae 1 65 
E. Sabourin, for report on ace’ts.. — 


4548S THE CITY OF 


Page Mongin, Adele 
141. 
1865, Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss'g subp. ch’ne’y M. & R.......... 2 10 
1865. Marshal’ s fees: 
BG F cccccsccccens anccseetes oe 2) 


5744 
Folio Magner, Mrs. Celina and 
145. husband. , 


1865. Clerk's costs: 


Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R... ee 
To share of common costs paid... 2 35 
Share of ent’g decree of Ap'l,’ 2 05 

1865. Marshal's fees : 
Dee. —, Subp. ch’ne'y...... omeis OS 


To share of common costs aa 
Masier’s fees: 
. we we for report taxing 
Costs . ini 6H OO 
To share $ 250) fee »e due ‘Rice Dis ins dinialeme l 65 


Folio Morel, Mrs. Septina, and hus- 
146. band. 
1865. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch'ne’y M. R.............. 2 10 
72. 


April —. Ans. smapede 10 


To share of « c common | c nosts al al 2 35 
Share of ent'g decree of Ap'l,’77... 2 05 

1865. Marsh il’s tees: 
Dec. —. Subp. ch’ne’y .. ... . 200 


To share of common c rosts” wie 2 oe 
. v's fees: 
2 dep’s before Sabourin and share 
er iieenens 4 80 
Master's fees: 
& W. ~ ice for — taxing 


gree iicstiiabiniiiiamsaia iene ened sn naan etenees 


Es wre for report on ace’ts.. — 


Page Miltenberger, A. 
147. 
1865. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R............ 2 10 
"72. 
May 30. Ent’g & eng. decree .................. 3 00 
1865. Marshal's fees: 
Dec. —. Subp. ch’ ne’y..... ......cce0e. vacepentinne 2 0 
Page Mestier, Louis, 
148. 
1Ts65, Clerk's costs: 
Nov. . Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R............. 2 10 
‘Share of common costs.........00+++. 2 35 
Share of ent’g decree of April, 
BEE coccccs pecsecenneocce seeze soecenses cocces 2 05 


NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


Page Marmsout, Mrs. J. B., & her 
144. husband. 


1865, Clerk's costs: 


Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R 


oO 
i 
JUNE —. PO CONFESIO... 620 cee cec see ves 
PR65. Marshal's fees: 
Subp. ch’ne’y 
Page Mestier, Louis 
148. 
1865, Marshal's fees: 
Dec. —. Bubp. Ch’ NC’Y .ccccccorccescscsoresee cocesee 


To share of common costs ......... 


Att’y’s fees: 
Z dep’s before Sabourin and share 
docket fee........ pesee -esccosnesoceese 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley, for report taxing 
COREE ..ccccsccccccccess cocseces sseceee + eee 
To share $2 
E. Sabourin, for report on ace'ts.. 


Page Miller, John 


1865. Clerk’s costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne'y M. R............. 
1865 Marshal's fees: 
Bubp. CL’ ACY ..0...cccccccce+-ccceves coves 
Page Newhause, Jacob, 
151. 
1865, Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch‘ne’y M. R............. 
T8606 
Meh. 5. gee and entry at rules............... 
‘o share of common costs ......... 


ae of ent g decree of Ap’, 
1865. Marshal's fees: 
Subp. eh’ne’y . 
To share of common costs ......... 
Att'y’s fees: 
3 dep’s before Sabourin and share 


o? 
docket fee Cee eee ee eeseset esses eeeeeeree 
. Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley, for report taxing 
EE  dcncne cmotsn cccnnsstonsends cesvecsone ee 
To share $250 fee due Riee......... 


E. Sabourin for report on acet’s.. 


Page Nicolin, Antoine Favre, 
152. Curator of Selinger. 
1865. Cler'’s costs: 

Nov. —. Iss'g subp. ch’ne’y M. R.. 


1865. Marshal's fees: 
BRP. C'NO’Y .cc0s. cccccrsccccens 


2 mW 
1 70 


Le “te) 
ob on 


“oo 
1 65 


2 10 


210 


40 
2 3 


' O5 


200 
1 70 


1 65 


* 
ee we | 


” 
— 


THE CITY OF 


NEW ORLEANS 


H745 
Pave New Orleans, City of , 
153 
TAOS Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R............. 20 
"OH. 
Nov. 5. Demurrer & entry at rules ..... ... 10 
= 
tie 
Nov. 16. Filing general re pan J. W. Gur- 
Jf XY |. as nianianeiediins deienins 5 a 
TX} 
July —. Subp. ch’ne’y M. RB ....... 0.0... ...0000 2 10 
To share of common costs ........ 2 
Share of ent'g decree of Ap'l, ‘77. 2.05 
1865 Marshal's fees: 
Saag  ——, BU HOR WG Piecccensnnsccccccescesncesssen: 2) 
To hae of common costs.......... 1 70 
Att'y’s fees: 
To share of docket fee................ 3 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley, for report in state- 
ment of accounts. P'd by def t..250 00 
J. W. Gurley, for report in taxa- 
tion costs ...... eeancessooes cocee 48 OD 
To share $200 fee due Rice kotabitbone 1 65 
Stenographers: 
“Clarke” (due J. W. Gurley, 
pavipe been paid by him.) Pd 
Lg een nes-eeeemne BO OB 
Due Cc loon t for ‘cost copies be- 
OPO TEEN, TRRTURT ccccscest-cene. 3 
Page Pelhofer, J. G. 
Lt. 
1865 Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R............. 2 10 
INOS Marshal's fees; 
Dec. —. Subp. CH°'MC’Y..cccoccecccccccccscesccssessse 2 OD 
Pave Peter, Henry 
1%. 
TAOS. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch'ne’y M. R............... 2 10 
1865. Marshal's fees: 
Subp. ch'ne’y......... sneneenscasoes cones 2 00 
Page Parsseal, Etienne 
16 
TAOS Clerk's costs ; 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch'ne’y M. R... ......... 1 
R65 Marshal's fees: 
BeaOp. Cl REY ccccecesecceces cooccccocccesee 2) 
5746 
Page Peyroux, Mrs. Pierre Oscar, 
162. und husband. 
‘To share of common costs.. 2 35 
- a are of ent’ 8 decree of “Ap l, 
a nietoamer;,§ © Ge 
1865. M arshi il's fee es: 
Dee. --. Subp ch’ne’ y.. neceedbooredccccosoocses 2) 
To share of common | a “a y 
Att’y’s s fees: 
2 dep’s before Sabourin, and 
a ae 330 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley, for report ny 
costs.. ee TaD 
To share $25 7) fee due Rice.. ua 2 
Page Phillips, Mrs. Ellen, and 
1635 her husband. 
us Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’'g subp. ch'ne’y M. RB ............ 2 lv 
Is65 Marshal's fees: 
Bebe. CR RC Y .cccccscsccccceccascsemecsccce 8 GY 


Vs. MYRA CLARK 


GAINES. 


Pave Prinschopp, Gre0., alias 
yi Bischoff. 
Tah Clerk's costs: 
Nov. --. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R ...... ccccsee 3 16 
ISD Marshal's fees : 
gg, Ree bresenecsepeen 2 1) 
Page Pemberton. John 
158 
DSHS Clerk's costs: 
Nov. --. Iss'g subp. ch’ne’y M. R.......000... 2 10 
PR Marshals fees: 
DOO. —-; BURA COT IO Piccsccss sencecnssnseneeni un 2 
Page  Pinsard, Isadore Eugene 
me 
1X45 Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch'’ne’y M. R............. 2 10 
Pst Marshal's fees: 
Subp. Ch’Ne’y. ...ccccese ne - 
Page Perez, J. B. , 
le? 
PSO Clerk’s costs: 
Nov. —. Ixs'g subp. ch'ne’y M. R............. 210 
Subp. on coll. city in warrant’, 
SEK TD\ <cbbdunen eeenrennenaeteennintnieminnen 210 
To share of common OO ccceceew 2 
Share of ent'g¢ decree of “> 
OST cesitnisicdiennnsi ‘isin, ae 
1865. Mar heal . fee s: 
Subp. ch’ne’y, and subp. ch'ne’y 
in w morn d epuceneberéocnseenedannn —— ooo 
To share of COMMON COSTS. ..cccccee 1 70 
Ait'y’s fees: 
2 dep’s before Sabourin and 
share docket tee.. ne 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley, for report taxing 
COON. cccesustncs: cimnmseneneenianen © OO 
To share $250 fee due Riee.......... 1 65 
Ek. Sabourin for report for ace’ts. — 
Page Parlange, Henry 
lil. 
ISH Clerk's costs: 
Nov. --. Iss’g -ubp. ch’ne’y M. R............. . 210 
Lad M: — al’s fees 
Dec . Subp. ch'ne’y....... ang enntccconssiennene 2 00 
Page Peyroux, Mrs. Pierre Oscar, 
ie and husband. 
Tato Clerk's costs ; 
Nov. --. Iss’gsubp. ch’ne’y M. R............ . 210 
Pave Petrie, Charles 
1d. 
Settled 
1865 Marshal's fees: 
Dec. —. Subp. ch'ne’y.......-... cannes senuhynennne 200 
Page Ponchartrain Railroad Co. 
lin 
Settled 
DSi Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss‘g subp. ch'ne’y M. R..,............ 2 10 
Bu 
lan B. Ent’. GPPORFANCO.... coccee sccececcccccese 25 
Ti. 
Dec 1. Entry, filing consent, ans., 7 ex- 
hibits, | ae F 
1872. 
Dl &. Ent’ g COMBO ccccccecccccceee: — 75 
Jan. 21. Dismissing suit and filing con- 
DOE ccocunsnevcccecncecscin neonenedia ence «0s 70 
ISH5 Marsh: al = fees: 
Dee. —, Subp. ch'ne’y.. , es s 


4550 THE CITY OF 


Page Patrick, J. B., 


164. 
1k65. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R.............. 210 
Sub. on city in WAITAILY....eeeeere-es 2 10 
1865. 
Dec. 3. Appearance, 30 Jan’y, ans and 
SID Giccnddantenunnins-ccnecmucnnen 50 
Iss’g copy, ans. " 2 c its ation war- 
6 TARP ecccce-ccccccee cocces csccccnescevces » & 
To share of common e osts. senenoiin 2 5 
Share of ent'g decree of Ap’'l, 
TUE sith keinanecbaddindindnniens ceeaseeebinsactions 2 
1865-"6. ier shal’s fe eS: 
Subp. ch’ne y and subp. ch’ne’y 
WTS ic. + ccccccccdscnccncnnere scoseen 1 iw) 
‘To share of common costs........... 1 70 
Att be fees: 
2 dep’s before Sabourin, and 
share docket fee ............. sueetions 3 30 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley, for — taxing 
BR iccntiinnntaniantaccdnesnitthiemnines 6 OO 
To share $270 fee due. NN iin isiintine 1 65 
KE. Sabourin for report on ace’ts. — 
Page Petrie, Charles 
165. 
a Clerk's costs: 


Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R.... ....... 2 10 


5747 
Page Rochereau, Albin 
16%, 
Share of ent’g decree of Ap'l, ‘77 2 05 
1865. M: urshal’s fees: 
Dec. —. Subp. TP cients bsbendinads esesnssseens 2 i 
To share of ¢ ommon costs ictal 1 7 
Att’y’s fees: 
3 dep’s before Sabourin and 
share docket fee.......... < ae ene 4 80 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley, for report taxing 
Bc: cnecnrsdneaetedscesecsdsotiavene sachet h OO 
To share $250 due Rice.., amipiaitinas 1 65 
E. Sabourin, for report on ace’ts. — 
Page Rousselot, Raymond 
170 
T1865. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. — ¢ 9 2S Senne » 8 
he 
ine 
Bal 8. BIG, ccccccccnce cocecens: eccncecceccccccoes cesces lo 
"eee 
July 12. Ex. to report & entiy at rules...... 35 
L665 
July —. Subp. chancery M. Ry ...0. 0. cece 2 10 
To share of common costs......... , $e 
Share of ent'g decree of Ap'l, 1877) Zz 05 
1866. Marshal's fees: 
July —. Subp. chancery......... ....0. wf 
To share of © ‘common ¢ osts.. sdieiealaion on ee 
Att’y’s fees: 
7 dep’s before Sabourin and 
PE GOONS GOD...caccccrectecctecncee lv 80 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley, for report taxing 
Si cscadiindecnabssnnbababbiidcninnaintmens OO 
To share $250 fee due ET 
KE. Sabourin, for report on ace “ 
Page Randam, Fulerom 
171 
1865. Clerk's costs : 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R............. 2 10 
1865. Mar shal’ « fees: 


Subp. ch’nc’y.......004+. — &@ 


NEW ORLEANS 


Vs. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


», 
Page 
167. 


1865. 


Nov. —. 


1872. 


Ap'l 1. 


tte 
Sept. 1. 


TS. 


Dee —. 


>, 
Page 
168. 
1&5. 


Nov. —. 
"7 


Rillieux, N., 


Clerk's costs: 
Iss g subp. cline’y M. R............ » Se 


Answer & entry at rules.......cce.se 60 
Ex. to report & entry.......... eccsecese 2h 
To share of common costs.......... 2 35 
Share of ent’'g decree of Ap'l, “77. 2 05 
Marshal's fees. 
Subp. ch’ne’y. re oC 
To share of common costs.......... 1 70 
Att’s fees: 
2 dep's before Sabourin & share 
docket fee...... panntnapenedsnimesannts . 5 30 
2 dep's hefore Sabourin 3.00 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley, for report ints 
costs... oe 
To share $25 A i fee ‘due Rice.. wee ae 
EF. Sabourin, for report on ace'ts. — 
ee a é a os 


lobertson. a. i 


Clerk's costs: 


Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R....... oF 

Filing exceptions ..... 10 
Marshal's fees: 

DUO. GG Y... cccncsencense peasmmeccnteeme | OO 


Rochereaux, Albin, 
Clerk's costs: 


Iss'g subp. ch’ne’y M. R....... ianainis 2 
To share of common Costs......... 2 35 


tcinecke, Geo. Osear 


M arshal’ s fees 


. Subp. ch’re’y........ pesdoees eccccceresees, 2 OO 


To share of common costs........... 1 70 
Att'y’s fee: 
2 dep’s before Sabourin and 
share of doe ket fee...... timimen woe 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley, for report taxing 
costs... a fF 
To share $2; 1) fee due Rice. vim; aa 
EF. Sabourin, for report on ace’ts. — 


wiktitmieh, 4 PUNCOTS 4 


Clerk's costs: 
Iss'g subp. ch'ne’y M. R..... ccccccee 8 
To share of common Coats........... 2 35 


* share of ent’e decree of this 
] 


ate, a eee ee ff — 
Marsh l’s fees : 
i ef rs F 


To share of COMMON COSTS.....000.. 1 70 
Att’y’s fees: 


. Share docket fee on final hear- 


| ere 
<f' ister’s ‘ fees : 

. W. Gurley, for report taxing 
gee peneocece -eonsnecooenseescososs —— F 
To share $250 fee due Rice. comms |&§ @& 


eee ee eeee 6 65 


ee em 


fousseau, Aimee 


Clerk’s costs: 
Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R... 
Marshal's fees: 


sccceccere 2 ID 


DE. COGS cccnnns-csoes csessccesceees 2S OD 


ed 


THk CITY OF NEW ORLEANS 


Page Reinecke, Geo. Oscar, 


172. 
ISH. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R.........0006.. 2 10 


To share of common costs.......... 2 35 
Share of ent’g decree of Ap'l,"77.. 2 05 


5748 
Page Rousseau. Alf., test. ex’ f.. Ke. 
ris Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley, for report taxing 
COBES ..c00 cocecccee oe F 
To share go50) fee ‘due Rie 
EK. Gabourin, for report onaccts — 
Page Reiser, 1.G. 
176 
1865, Clerk’s costs: 
Nov. —. Iss'g subp. ch’ne’y M. R.............. 2 10 
1865. Marshal's fees: 
Eg ee 2) 
Page Surrat, Antoine 
77. 
IS. Clerk's costs : 


Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R.............. 2 10 


tm 
June 19. Filing answer, ent’g notice, & 


yf ore a F 
20. Ent’g consent OFrde?.......ccccc.coccccscse 2 
1865. . Marshal's fees: 
Dee. ~- Subp. eh’ne’y..... as a F 
Page Spizef: iden, ‘Henry, | 
78. : 
1865. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. -—=. Iss'g subp. ch’ne’y M. R........... 2 10 
<a 
June 19 Filing aff‘'t, ent’g order.............. UD 
BI ciinatctnenctentitcicnnseinait 2 


To share of common costs........... 2 35 
Share of ent'¢ decree of Ap'l, "77 2 06 
1865. Mar shal’s fees: 
Dec. —. Subp. ch'ne'y........ peeusiuntaneene 2) 
To share of ¢ ommon costs a 
yy Vv *s ees: 
2 dep’s ‘before Sabourin and 
SES GOES Picea 2 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley, for report taxing 
CORED, PREGecrccccccnpnncsensenecescce coecce 6 00 
To share $250 fee due Riece........... 1 75 
EK. Sabourin, for report on acet... — 


Page St. Romeo, Wid. J. C. de, 


70. 
1865, Clerk's costs: 
Nov. <-, Iss'¢ subp. eh'ne’y 4 Se 210 
To share of common costs, — ...... as 
Share of ent’'g decree of Ap'l, 2 05 
1865. Marshal's fee: 


Decb. —. Subp. ChANCETY...cccce seccccsesecccescee 2 OO 


5749 


Page Stickney, David 
183. 
1865, Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. eh’ne’y M. R............. 2 Ww 
1865. Marshal's fees: 
Dec. —. Subp. ch'ne'y.. sececce eocseses cesses coccce 2) 
Page Stiffrent, J. P. 
Is4. 
T8635. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss'g subp. ch’ne’y M. R............. 210 
L865. Marshal's fees : 
we ch'ne'y. ececcrseroese seeecccescoces . 200 
Page canlen, Mrs. Jeremiah, and 
185. husband. 
1865. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R............. 2 
1865. Marshal's fees: 


Subp. ch'ne’y....ccee.-. 2 00 


VS. MYRA CLAKK GAINES. 455] 


Page 
175. 


SH). 


Nov. —. 


Tas. 


Dec —, 


» Subp. CH 10°. .cccece caresses ones eoesscee 


Rousseau, <Alf., test. ex’r, 
KC. } 
Clerk’s costs : 
Ixs'g subp. ch’ne’y M.R........ a 2 


To share of common a — 2a 

Share of ent'g¢ decree of Apl,‘77.. 2 05 
Mar shi il’s fees: 

SUbP. CH'NEY ..cccccecceeeeraeseeeees on 2@ 

To share of COMMON COSTS....ccc008 1 TO 
Att'y y *s fees: 

3 dep’s before Sabourin and 

share docket fee......... wiitmen 
aster’s fees: 


St. Romeo, Wid. J. C. de 
To share of common costs........ — | 


Att’y’s fees: 
2 dep's ‘before Sabourin and 
share docket fee............... maaan 3 30 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley, for report taxing 


To share $250 fee due Rice ....... 1 65 
E.. § Sabourin, for report on acets. -- 


Soulie, Albin, 


Clerk's costs: 


Iss’g¢ subp. ch'ne’y M. R......ccccee 2 10 
To share of common COBES,...c0000 2 35 
Share of ent’g decree of Ap’ I 2 05 


Marshal's fees: 


To share of common conte. ane fF 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley, for report taxing 


DORN. .concmeccocensemsenessanetcsehiadnns § OO 
To share $250 fee e . dune Rice nian wo te 
Page Amant, Augustus 
Sl. 
185. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch'ne’y M. R........... - 33 
1872. 
Nov. —. Ent’g and filing order........ a 75 
185. Marshal's fees: 
Subp. ech ne’y........ ccecceecoocesese cosees 2 Ww 
Pave Sabatis, Josey 
Is. 
1s65 Clerk's cost: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R............. 2 
To share of common eosts..... —— oan 
Share of ent g decree of Ap'l, 2 OS 
TS# Marshal's fees: 
Pe CS Vinnie Oe 
To share of common e osts. ———— a 
Att’y’s fees: 
2 dep’s before Sabourin and 
SE GOES A ccncnintincstie einen 3 30 
Master's fees: 
. W. Gurley, for report taxing 
° beenen Gennes -ebebeoneintn Gebniemniss ». 600 
To share $2 fee due Rie Dum © 
E. Sabourin, for report on ace’ts.. — 
Sove, Martin 
1877. 
Sept. 1. Ex. to report and entry....... ecesesee 25 
7. Ente satisfaction judgement, 
Clerk’s costs paid, $25.00......... lw 
To share of common costs......... 2 35 
Share of ent’'g decree of Ap'l, “77. 2 05 
1805. Marshal's fees: 
DR COED cece. canteccencnsstosins ane $@ 
To share of common costs.....00..0  — 
1865. Master's fees: 


. W. Gurley for ——— benrtitin 


eee ere eeene 


4552 


Page 
186. 


1865. 


Nov. —. 


THE CITY OF 


St. Paul, Mrs. Henry, and 
husband. 

Clerk's costs: 
Ixs’'g subp. ch'ne’y M. R......... 


1s65. Mar shi il’s fees: 
Subp. ch’ 10 cnccncnde sencnsrneones esses 
Page } Sauvage, “Mrs. Jean, and 
1S7 husband. , 
1865 Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R............. 
To share of cOmMON COStS........+. 
Share of ent'g decree of Ap'l, ‘77. 
186) Mar shal’ s fees: 
Dees, <——, Babe, GOOG sccnssccscnscctninnsssessens 
To share of COMMON COsts,......... 
Att’ Vv ‘s fees: 
3 dep’s before Sabourin and 
share doe ‘ket ___ Sw eC 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley for report wetter 
CORT coccce séons 
To share $25 eT fe e » due Rie e. secccesce 
Ik. Sabourin for report on ace'ts, 
Page Sove, Martin, 
188 
Std Clerk’s costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R.,............ 
5750 
Southern Star Candle 
Man'f’v., 
To share of common costs......... 
Att’y’s fee: 
2 depositions before Sabourin, 
and share docket fee ....... iii 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley for report taxing 
BOEED coco cocnccncheses cocemesassocnesess 
ro share $250 fee due Rice......... 
E. Sabourin for report on ace’ts... 
Page Tompsonor Thompson, Fer- 
102 dinand 
S65 Clerk’s costs: 

Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne'’y M. R............ 
IS65 Marshal's fe eS : 

Sn, . <y . CF ccctessctseninmiicctaeen , 
Page Tourne, J. M. 

195 
1S65 Clerk's costs: 

Nov. —. Iss'g subp. ch’ne’y M. R............. 
186 Marshal's fees: 

BRR. CR SF crncerccconscesininenenncianen 
Page Theard, Joseph Oscar 
14. 
sun Clerk’s costs: 

Nov. —. Iss'g subp. ch’ne’y M, R...... 
1868 

ee, © SR - ae. iG BH Raccstemtiadicninseeninninton 
1871 

re i TI oi ice 
S65 Marshal's fees : 

re, <=, GER CONF ccnscnscscn sins eendeeseoms 
Page Vredenburgh, W. F. 

1 
late Clerk's costs: 

Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R,............ 
lato Marshal's fees: 

i: - alin, I AE AE I acini: ehcnedieiateiiitensdammatin : 
Page Vanee, Mrs., and hus- 
16) band. | 
LStio Clerk’s costs: 

Nov. —. Iss’g subp ch’'ne’y M. R............. 

To share of common costs ........ 
. Share of ent’g decree of Ap'),’77. 

1865. Marshal’ » fees: 
Dec, —. Subp. ch’ne’y............ pesienepeneeesenene 


te tc te 


2 10 


3 30 


2 iW) 


, 
2 05 


NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK 


GAINES. 


Page Saliba, Mrs., adm’r of estate 
18%. of Jos. Saliba. 
1865. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R............ 2 10 
‘To share of Common Costs.......... 2 35 
Share of ent'g decree of Ap'l, ‘77. 2 05 
1865. Marshal's lees: 
Dec. —, Bebe. CWS Y cececcrccccccssscecsesescoseee 2 00 
To share of COMMON COBTS...c00. 1 70 
Att'y’s fees: 
2 dep’s before Sabourin, ont 
share dovket fee p coccceneoceescosse ces 3 30 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley for report taxing 
DORR esccciiconndnisneinabetinn-emneiinnn 6 00 
To share ry 0 fee due Rie C.rseeeeee 1 65 
Sabourin for report on ace ‘ts — —_ 
Page Sabie, John, a/ias Sable. 
1H), 
1865). Clerk’s eosts: . 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ech'ne’y M. R........000.. 2 10 
1865. Marshal's fees: 
Subp. chy NOV cecceecee coe sre snennanens sees 20 
Page Southern Stat r Ca ndle 
Lol. Man’f'y. 
1S65. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. Iss'g subp. ch’ne’y M. R......c000 lo 
1866, 
Bch 6. AWM. BRE OKIE .cccccccecscce: cncccces ° 20 
To share of common costs,......... bo 
Share of ent g dec ree of Ap'l,’ 2 Ob 
1865, Mar shi il’s fees: 
Subp. ch ig panupenpineauianbiiiiniins 2 00 
Page Weber, Stanilaus 
17. 
18655. Cherk’s costs: 
Nov. —. Iss'g subp. ch’ne’y M. R.............. 2 10 
1868. 
July -—. oy ” ” occecece 10 
1866, Marshal's fees: 
Seay —~, TD, BG VP cicccciee: coneetincasseunin 20 
Page Walton, Emina L., and her 
198, husband. 
ISH, Clerk's costs: 
Nov. -—. Iss’g subp. ch’ne'y M. R...... ..... 2 10 
S65, Marshal's fees: 
Dec. -—-. Subp. elvne'y pecondsesosoooss seeseeoes — 
Page White, E. Palmyre 
190), 
1865. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —-. Iss’g subp. ch’ne’y M. R.............. 2 10 
+e 
tm 
Jan’y 15. Answer, Cntries, &C......ccc.scccccccees 1 20 
S65, Marshal's fees: 
Dee, —. Subp. ch'ne’y...... encase coeneeosocse oe 200 
Page White, D. Priesur 
AM), 
1865. Clerk’s costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch'ne’y M. R............. 210 
1865. Master's fees : 
Dee. —. Subp. ch’ne’y............ seenasnpeneosnaes 2 
Page White, George 
201, g 
1865. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g strbp. ch'ne’y M. R............. 210 
ISH. Marshal's fees: 
ee, >; Ga Sar Oe Picci 2 00 
Page White, Athis 
2r2 
18H, Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Iss’g subp. ch’ne'y M. R. ........... 2 10 
1865. Marshal's fees: 
Dec. —. Subp. CHAMCELY...ccccccessccccccee ccceces 2 00 
Page White, Octavia 
A. 
1X65. Clerk's costs: 
Nov. -—-. Iss'g subp. eh’ne’y M. R............. 210 
1865. Marshal's fees: 
‘Deeb. —. Subp. chancery 2 00 


wd 


wd 


5751 
Page 


TS8t5. 


Nov. —. 


Page 
206. 
S65. 


Nov. —, 


1865. 


THE CITY OF 


Wicker, Pangere 


Clerk’s costs: 

Iss'g subp. ch’ne’y M. R...... peesees 
Marshal's on 

wr CRAG nnccccnanceccceccecevccsece eos 


Soe Joseph. This name 
not im bill., 
Clerk's costs: 
Subp. ch’ne’y Me BR ..cesces ccceee cence 
To share of common ‘costs onaundin 
Share of ent'g decree of Apl., 
Marshal's fees: 
Subp. ch’ne’y .........-.000 
To share of common costs eceneunes 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley, for report on tax- 
ND GD cccncnciiiniinnneiiintcnianeces 
To share $250) fee ‘due ee 


Cee ee Cee eee 


Bazaz, Jean. This name 
not in bill., 
Clerk’s costs : 
Subp. ch’'ne’y M. R..cccocce..c.+seeees 


» TES. BO POPOTS ccccccscccrccecscccccosscccece 


To share of common costs ........ 
Share of ent’g decree of Apl_, ‘77. 


NEW ORLEA 


210 


1 65 


ee 


1865. Marshal's fees: 
Subp. CO RC'Y ncccce.coces -0-cocccccecceess 20) 
To share of common costs ......... 1 70 
Atty’s fees: 
3 dep's before Sabourin and share 
docket fee....... seisionesnenmnaneeenuninnes 4 80 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley, for report taxing 
CORED cncccncsesecccecsescccons besees ccoccesce 064 OD 
To share $250 fee due Rice......... 1 65 
Kk. Sabourin, for report on ac- 
COB BEB rccccccccccccccces 6 -cccee coves. eevee: _ 
Page » Louis E. 
200 
1865 Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Subp. ch'ne’y M. R&R ............+. ne 
72. 
Be, BRAD casennse-cctnesanncinetnecninshatncneanenes th 
1s66. 
July —. Sabp. ch’ne’y BM. BR nccccccccoccccccece 2 10 
To share of common costs.......... 2 35 
Share of ent’'g decree of Apl..°77.. 2 05 
575 
Page Nie, Louis E. 
209, 
L806 Marshal's fees : 
July —. Subp. ch'ne’y M. BR... .ccccc.ccceeseeees 2) 
To share of common costs .......... 1 70 
Master's fees : 
J. W. Gurley, for report taxing 
QUBED « cccccc cecccessecedencceecsoncecocensces 6 0 
To share $2 ) fee due Rice ........ 1 65 
Page Doriocourt, Joseph 
212 
1865 Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —. Subp. ch’ne’y BM. B........cccsescecccces 210 
1kH5 
See, & QO meen encensaneceses Ww 
1s65 Marshal's fees : 
Dee. ——, GBP. GR RS'Y occccssce-ccccsveccccsssececes 2) 
Doriocourt, Frances 
186! Clerk's costs: 
Nov. —,. Subp. ch’ne’y Mi Wy ....ccccccccces coe. 2 Ww 
IN65 Marshal's fees: 
ae. <a, CR Gr es reentinen 2 MW) 


NS Vs. 


Page 
OD. 


1865, 


Nov. —, 


MYRA CLARK 


Bordes, Pierre. The name 
of this d’f’t is not in the 
bill. | 


Clerk’s costs: 
Iss'g subp. ch’me’y M. BR... . ccc 


. Filing affidavit, ent’g order ........ 


GAINES. 4: 


40 


AT) 
40 


2 3h 
2 to 


» iM 
1 70 


oo 0 


6 OO 
1 65 


210 
lo 
2 3h 


% OO 


2 oO 
1 70 


3 Ww 


Py kerr one 
‘ 
July il. Ex. to report & entry at rules...... 
To share of common cCosts.......... 
Share of ent'gdecree Apl., 1877... 
1865 Marshal's fees: 
5 
To share of common costs.......... 
Atty’s fees: 
2dep’s before Sab -urin and share 
GRGIOS BOO ccncncesnncsi sennensneaee _ 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley, for report taxing 
costs, PO genes <ceeeeece sever evecessecees 
To share $2 2M) fee ‘due _ 
E.. S: abourin, for report on ace'ts, 
Deebr. 13th,’79. Paid by Pierre 
OCG, GER AO rcccnmnccescnenssscceens - 
Page Parocell, E. This name 
208. not in bill of compl't. It 
is there written Etienne 
Parsscell. | 
1865. Clerk's fees: 
Nov. —. Subp. ch’ne’y M. & B.........-.ce-ceee 
1866 
Asal. G BROUEF ncn pastinascepeusessens 
To share of ¢ ommon coxts Recaeulaies 
Share of ent’g decree of Apl., ‘77.. 
1865 Marshal's fees: 
Subp. GROG F ccccasssecreserssscnceseunnes 
To share of common costs... —_ , 
Attv’s fees; 
2 depositions before Sabourin, 
share dock. fee....... na animiciiainaiiiinie ‘ 
Master's fees: 
J. W. MeGurley, for report tax- 
Be CONOR. nnccenuns eecce eee ee 
To share $250 fee due ga ‘ 
KE. Sabourin, for report on ae- 
SOM EBacccccccese +0e eno concecosevoccoence 
Page Gourdain, Mrs. J. N., and 


husband, claiming under 
Mouney, * guardian.’ 
Not in bill or subpeena. | 


1865. 
Nov. — Subp. ch’ne’y M. R........+...- sconces 
July %. Ex. to report.. pecasaneneces 
To share of common costs itiiemeed 
“hare of ent’g decree of Apl.,°77.. 
1865. Marshal's fees: 
yg Sang cceccecce 
‘To share of common costs ......... 
Atty’s fees: 
3 dep's before Sabourin and <hare 
SI Bidets ctecscece si tecieinaibiaesiil 
Master's fees: 
- J. W. Gurley, for report papa 
QED ccencents cevccetecsceccs cenccee aebene 


To share $250 fee due Rice.. 
FE. Sabourin, for report on ac- 


icici: iatints accdebcnceunttdaimninns 


4 80 
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Page Leduc, Josephine, wife, Doriocourt, Andre 
214. cc. Not in bill of 1865. Clerk's costs : 
214 - it t Nov. —. Subp. ch’ne’y M. B ..........cceeeceeees 210 
nom . ab kK’. I ,; 1865. Marshal's fees : 
m). Crk S COStS ; ecbr. -. Subp. SUROOOT Th. Ticscceseens one 2 OO 
Nov. —. Subp. ch’ne’y M. B...... ..ccccccsceces 2 10 oe ay © 
1866. ee ee Ce oe 
BE, BD, BROT cccccncccnncencenersseneccness oncnenee 10 
ide 
er TR FE Bp acre iactsctcetrestnnes 10 
To share of common costs ........ - 235 
Share of ent’g decree of Apl.,’77... 2 05 
1865. Marshal's fees: ow 
Subp. ch'ne’y......... ccccceee §=3 OD 
To share of common costs . ne 
Atty’s fees: 
4dep's before Sabourin & share 
docket fee....... ialtinninliaieniieain sense § 30 
Master's fees: 
J. W. Gurley, for report taxing 
BOWED cco cocccocevcccncnene 00. ceenten cosece 6 OO ‘ 
To share $250 fee due Rice ........ 1 65 
E. Sabourin, | for i on ae . 
counts.. eoccce coseeeeeeses cocccccescs 
Marshals Bill of Costs, attached to Master's Report. Filed May 20th, 
1878. Marked XXV., U.S. C. C. No, 8825, offered by Complainant 
. ‘p= } 
2d-Sept'b’r, 1880. 
-—— / >) 
D799 Marshal’s Costs. 
Fees. bursed. Deposit. 
1870. 1373. : 
Feb’y 16. 35 Subpoenas in chaneery 70 00 Mech. 14. J. MeConnell.. soccecoes -cocccees 2) 
24. Exp. service (Frederick), C, DOE cae tp euneun ‘Sucanmenwieheoesions 2 00 
Ue I cenccs nscnenstcnsins: sosens 4 OO 1877. _ 
18. 19 subp. in chancery ...... 38 00) 38 00 Sept. 7. Cash (by FE a be 
1871. Oct. 29. Do. (“ Hernandez) ... Is Of 
June 5. Notice,trial, plea, & dem. 2 00 2) 
Feby’ 23. 8 notice trial..............000 16 a0 4 
Dee. 5. Motion for injunetion..... 2 00 My 
Mech. 8. le. rule & grounds-......... 2 00 uy 
Se: > Go IN chensincnnecittinaention ietinns 3 50 , 
1873 
Beem. Gi Ge, WMORRRO GHEE cence ccdcccens 8 2) - 
13. le. motion & order......... 200 ou 
1876 
Noy. 21. 8c. not. trial...... senesencesensen 16 00 4m 
ee. «Ti A A R cerecteocneiteeins 16 Oo 400 
eS er 16 00 4 00 
1877. 
Te Es Dis GR. GR penicintinncineincenens 16 00 40 
May 8. 4e. BULP. AL"S ...ceccccsesee. 2) 2) 
G. Ze. NOCICE trial ......ccccccces 4m 1 on 
8. 2c do B.. cnasconncnemes 4 1 
BR © GID. ccncenmncccsitennsnndsnnes ™ MW 
eee. Gi BD GI .. andensacecsiendiniins 1 50 1 50 
Bo B GAN contes sncsnnsnenbininenees Zz iM) 2 
is es A, etetetaseheidieniis uM aD 
July 31. 2 notices and order......... 400 1m 
Aug't 15. Writ of POSSESSION ......006 200 200 
16. Notice to def’t Meilleur.. 2 00 o1 
Sept. 6. Writ of possession......... 200 2) 
BN, TDi. cccitntaitnancnnennin 2 OO uy « 
Oct. 9. 2 writs of possession ..... £1) 400 
Notices thereof, &e ........ 4 00 1 Oo 
Nov. 6. Notices of trial.............. 8 iM) 2 00 
1877. 
Nov. 17. 6 writs of possession...... 12 ™ 
Notices to def’s ............ 12 ; 0 
21. 2 writs of possession...... 400 
2 notices to def’t............ 4 1 
Notice of trial ........ ...... 4 00 1m 
Dec. 6. Copies of rule, &c............ Ss OO 2 Of) 
CS OR GG knitnicticctineme & Siz9 50 
* 
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Clerk’s Bill of Costs attached to Master’s Report. Filed May 20th, 1878. 
Marked XXV, U. S. C. C, No. 8825, offered by Complainant 2d 
Sept’b’r, 1880. 


5754 Myra CLARK GAINES 
Us. | 66 
P. H. Monsseau et als. 
1865 . 
Ov. «=F FR Ge aibiitind temneensceamm 10 10 
Docket cause, &e. ..-------- -..-- iaiaiak : 3 00 
Iss’g 137 sup. in chancery ---------- 287 70 
1866. 


Jan’y 2. Ent’g appearance of Hope Insurance 
Co., Jules Burmudez, Louis Barnett, 


| FUE. Te IO OR wcunnnsnemeee 90) 
Feb. 5. Ent’g app’ce & filing ans. of Phil. 
ROGER, OF: ccna cccunnmieee 40) 
PE GE GR, cdc consis nncennen 25 
a eee 10 
Ent’g app’ce « filing ans. of VorLouis 
SIT stim cctcncmienee sil 40 
re 25 
oS a 10 
Se GReees 06 FENG ..... 2206 cannes 12 45 12 45 
Ent’g M. and O. and filing same ----- 40 40 
M’ch 6. 9 entries at rules, appearance___----- 1 35 1 35 
> GRires O6 TENS q.......nnncenunee . 135 1 35 
Filing pleas, ans. of Wm. Kenner--- 10 
Filing ans. of Southern Star Candle 
Man’f’g Co., with Exh. No. 1------ 20 
Filing ans. of Hope Insurance Co.__-- 10 
' “« «© W.H.MceLear, with act 
__ Ape 20 
Filing ans. of Louis Barnett, with E xh. 
| | : maaan 40 
Filing ans. of A. D. Doriocourt ..---. 10 
“« «J. Doriocourt & Co._--- 10 
” = ™* See Geet. 10 
3 =“ © Bence Gentitt...us. 10 
ks “ “ Z) Basanae, with copy 
OF Biidcieienccan comma 20 
Ap’! 2. Filing plea of Jas. C. Davidson_-_--- 10 
gl oer 30 
Filing answer of John Davidson, with 
GE dnt nt cnsindinimon iene 20) 
og ee 30 
Filing ans. of Jacob Newhauser_____- 10 
Ent’g i Be PER oe cwnesmnne 30 
swe J answer of 5S. Geng ..ccsvtiiene 10 


4556 
4, 
D759 
1866. 
Ap f 
{) 
16. 
20). 


19. 

July 9 

Dee. : 
1867 


Jan’y = 7. 


2870. 


July 15. 


Ap’ 4, 
May 2. 


THE 


CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK 
Filing demurrer of the City of N. Or- 
ID ss ccscincnsiinin snide iii biases 
OG Pi iieteiin eitenseiiiniinanians 
Filing answer of Peter Muller 
Ce SE iciicticnteane 


se sé ss 


‘sé sé ‘e 


Clerk’s bill of costs. 
Amt forward. 


Filing answer of Edward Barnett-.--- 


. ©) a SOR oni 

6 “ Caroline Alome---- 

” . Josephine Ledoc_- 

“ “ Mrs. W’ow Despeaux 

” and call on warranty of 
ST FS Se iieisirnincinnsomagateiinenia 


Filing answer and call on warranty of 
Bi hii tehintinisninciiainicieaieiis 
Filing answer of Pauline Bietry & Jno. 
ON sichiinianseia aeticiitntieina sine analiniiae anaioarlaniil 
les'g copy 8. & C. .......--- 
“citation in warranty to City of 


——_— — eh ee ee ee 


acidilactici ascgseniecempleia aided 
[ss'¢ copy 5. & De eicciiutlininsiiiadialasesa stains 
“ — eitation. in warranty to ony of 
ee iach peieeaiide iain dlalakininnicmaumiicane 


Ent’g appearance of C. Morell. ..-.-- 
Filing demurrer, ex., & ans. of J. Ber- 

UNI aici seites eeiltphiescietes indninesiad tanec 
iss g 31 subp. in ch’y M. R........... 
Ent’g appearance of J. B. Patrick---.. 


NI GI IN satccnctngt nt cnieneensivaritedetiaattientiin 
Filing ans. of J. B. Patrick & Doe’t A- 
Ixs’g copy of ans., &e., of Patrick— ~~ 
“ eltation in warranty to City of 
Be ITO esi sctiiahetvis seisildacahenntipantianiiiiadaaniiis 
Filing demurrer, pleas, and answer of 
Jno Pemberton, with 2 doc’ts_.__- 
Entry at nr ee RN 
Filing answer of J. O. Theard & aet 


—_— — re ee eee ee 


I iain si ciel oe ech mec 
Iss’¢ 35 subp. in ch’y & M. R.-.----- 
sé 19 “é se és 
ES OE Fire scenes 
a oil cies eer ee 


GAINES. 


65 


Co | 
io 


39 


10 
ov) 
10 
10 
10 


10. 


10 
10 
10 
10 


10 
10 


10 
OU 


10 
OO 


10 
30) 


10 
25 


10 
ov) 


av 
20) 
OQ 


S18 65 


75 


50 


——<— —]— Se <— Fe O OP)  e ee 


- 


. —O— eee oe Fe OD OE © om + eee 
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June 6. 


Dee. 5. 


Filing answer of D. Cronan «& 1 act -- 


ES SE SEE ae niet cuiliebiaien aa 
BE 6b Gain cecmcccncannceahene 
Oe ee 


Filing pleas, dem., &c., of Jules La- 
er 


3. Ent’g M. and O. demurrer fixed__~~- 


BE 0 es 0 CIE cin nnncme 


. Filing returns on N. of T. & jurat—.- 
. Ent’g cont’ce of demurrer and pleas—- 


17. Do. do. clo. 
Ent’g M. & O. dem’rs of Jno. & Jas. ( 
ss Davide WitRerawn. .....cnccnnna 
18. Ent’g M. and O._--- acme snes 
5706 
1871. 


M’ch 29. 
Ap 3. 
May 1. 


Amount forward. 


Filing diseont’ce of suit as to J’h O. 
TD scsieti ephints: te wen inimcaien neeaiaaali 
Entry at rules, discont’ce of suit as to 
ee Oe SE tennnnuvnctiees a 
Entry at rules, discont’ce of suit as to 


Andre D. Doriocourt_.-.....----- 

7 ees O08 GONG... cccnccicmncen 

Jan. 5. Ent’g pro confesso against certain de- 
ERE prar 

Filing 12 replications.............. 

Beterme ©. Geom. Oxed ......ccanccne 

Iss’g 1 OMT : 

7. Entering subm’n of demurrer ------- 

9. Entering M. and 0. sp. ex’r .------~-- 

10. Entering O. demurrer and pleas over- 


I ili idl: udivinntenscs snnneennenidnmndiinliaine ics 

14. Filing cert’f. of el of def’ts for exten- 
te See execs cmmnnnenien 
ES | eee 

15 Filing opinion iin qometenentinnniindadiasisiaial 
20. Ent’g M. and O. pro confesso against 


Sept. 4. 


Dee. 4. 


KF: A. Ducros set aside.......-.--- 
Filing disclaimer of IF. A. Ducros_--- 
6 FE iiiecennnnsnnnwnimmpnin 
Be IN re cocoon enseeshenninninncaiiens 
Filing 2 extensions of time to take tes- 

SE circ ninn cnwnnennn-sieen 
Entry at rules pro confesso o against Pon. 

R. Be Co, set aside .... ....cccace 


GAINES. 


?20 
yo 
DO 
50 


10 


HO 
10 


ono 


DO 


HO 


50 
50 


4557 


ov 
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Feb’y 26. 
Mech _ 2. 


- 


~ 


M’ch _ 


Ap'l 1. 


Filing consent to same —.-----....-- 
Filing ans. of Pon’t R. R’d Company 
and Exh, A, B, C, D, E (1), E (2), 
RF vices nuvwssatelntniacaiane Lda , 
NE ini acide enn mae 
Ent’g and filing M. and Q.....--.--- 
” OI. cis inns 


Entries at rules pro confésso against E. 
Palmyra White & als., & dismissal 
of suit against them and filing same, 

liling ans. of E. Palmyra White and 
IT siticeienicaantalctitias tise tasted ciciilaglti 

Entry at rules pro confesso against B. 
Abadie, Geo. Bischoff, Jules Bermu- 
dez & others, filing same —__. ~-_-~- 

a NE NE Oia. rieicececericeeinn 

Filing & taking affidavit of Mrs. 
Re ee eve ar a iho 


Amount forward. 


Knt’¢ h. and subm’n of def’ts’ motion 
of 4th Dee’r, 71, for inju’ections .._. 


Ent’g, hearing, and subm’n of rule of 


FOS Bly Fe Steins ee NT 

Ent’g O. inju’etions refused ~...--_-_- 
i? * ‘ 

“ “© pro confesses set aside... ..... 


Knt’g and filing rule and grounds for 
aN Oa ee Namen nE 


SOG et CRT GING FE. Tis keine <n eamiatnien 
Knt’g O. new trial refused --.------- 


Ent’g and filing M. and 0. ease fixed 

on the decree pro confesso ..-. ~~~ - 
Iss’g notices of trialand M. Rh. .----- 
Ent’g decree pro confesso ------------ 
Ent’g do. teamed tains 


Filing ans. of A. B. Griswold_-_---- 
r oO es ene 

«“ « © 0) eee --<- 

‘6 “ « Mrs Morel & her hus- 
band, Octave Morel — 

“ © es Te. FOee tikacin 

« 6 2. Ee, CDOT. ck cnne 

‘ = * Seen Fuentes ....«.. 

‘“ ie: © eC 
Ratry Ot TUS .2.20. on on no wene 


Entering and filing rule in O. B. ~--- 


10 


70 
50 
70 
50 


a | 


~J 


60 
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6. Ent’g O. decree against Wm. A. Lan- 


usse of 28th March set aside__ ~~~ 75 
Filing answer of Wm. A. Lanusse_- 10 
|) ntering O; rate absolute ......n6 axe. ) 50) 


“ decree of 28th M’ch, ’72, 
set aside as to Hy. Lawrence & 


Michael Dennis, &c_.........._~- 75 
8. Ent’g & filing consent & O. as to the 

PE De Bi Sic cmne sacnnngininian 75 
20. Filing agreement between compl't «& 

Fe, PD inns: townne cmmeanein 10 
Filing ans. of Mrs. Kenner, wow of 

Minor Kenner, adm’r, and exhibits 

Be EG Fi Be htecaninnnseeme 5O 

Entry > 4 ae 50 

May 6. Filing 11 exceptions of complainants 

to 11 separate answers of certain de- 

SE cnsice iscaiemessrdieiiemseapetann anne a 110 #£4$1 10 
GN SD WOO ocr een ninaaiamii 100 $1 00 
Entering M. & O. ext’g time to file 

EE ccc dcncus snccneeutiiinn 70 70 
eo ee a ne 20 20 
Taking do. U.S. Comm’r-_--~ ~--- -- 1 00 1 00 
Ent’g M. & O. in Ch. O. B. at rules —- 50 50 

: 1S 25 
5758 Amount forward. 
1872. 
May 6. Ent’g motion suggesting death of cer- 

SE OE cm smnccn agai 50 50 
Filing separate answer of 11 defend- 

Rie inti tits cin wwe. mse wii silorteabtinshe 1 10 1 10 
BEY 6 HERB cace econ conn inieninn 50 50 

7. Filing 8 separate exceptions to d’f’ts’ 
SOTO: icicitinimseninnnssitcens sitnguaisiiia ies 80 80 
Entry in chancery O. book...--.---- 50 50 
14. Ent’g M. & O. complainant’s excep- 
tions to answer filed__........--_- 50 50 
16. Ent’g submission of do. do..------- 50 50 
. do. P application of 
BO GI. nncnanenncoenan teehee 50 50 
i7. Filing 10 separate reports of J. B. 3 

ey IE ocr nattini events 1 00 1 00 

Entry in chancery Ch Bieccinstniiaiain 75 75 
18. Ent’g order complainant’s exceptions 

to the answers overruled__-__.-~-- 50 50 
Ent’g order on the motion to file cer- 

O0i) GIGS on. ccccnccestmne ov oO 
Filing 16 answers as of May 6th, ’72- 1 60 1 60 

“ replications as of date May 6th, 

"CS aammammememe ammwennuinniisnaitias 6U 6U 
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Entering order as to pro confesso en- 
tered against certain defendants and 
order extending time to file an- 


I siesta sarc thlicisintciecciea ditties 1 00 1 00 
Entry in chancery O. book ...------- 50 50 
20. Filing 2 separate reports of master si 20 20 
Entry in chancery O. book ..:- .. .--- 50 50 

21. Ent’g order on motion of complain: 
ant as to pro confesso costs, Xe. ---- 79 79 


Ent’g order complainant’s exceptions 
to certain defendants’ answers over- 


WI iscsi tineiicsink siisbsceactieh les esipiivatiniienidlmaias — 50 
Filing the said exceptions, 2 in all. 20 - 20 
Ent’g and filing M. & O. to file cross- 

Ss AID: vsnecincinissesccveiciola ts each coastal 1 10 1 10 
Filing Doc. A annexed to said motion 10 10 

24. “  Sreports of J. B. Weller, master SO 80 

: metry in chancery O. Bh... noc ndncsinnd 50) 50 

Pe Seetree ms OS OR Bi nee 2 00 2 00 
Filing exceptions of Widow R. Mas- 

Se a NE poe NL eT 10 
Filing exceptions of Thomas Robert- 

Se Ee EON enn eee tH. Ric 10 
I iling 20 answers as of May 6th, ’72- 2 OV 2 00 
Ent’g disinissal as to Michael Dennis 

and RATE tN OP Pe ee 70 


Ent’g & filing dismissal as to Henry 
L orens Aubin as EA een ONpaSr eee el oh 5 
Ente decree & filing same as to 


Aristide Miltenberger_----- ...--- 1 50 
0, ES a eR 1 50 
June 3. Entry at BUMl€8, nn <- raw an nana 50 50 
Filing replication as of May 6th, ’72- 10 10 
SERRE TCA ee aI 20 60 
5759 
1872. Amount forward. 
June 5. Entering in ch’cy O. book & filing an- 
nulment of master’s report as to Dr. 
PU, TRI sincaiieescsissesetsescipiertcesisisiean bated 60 
19. F ling affidavit of A. Sarrat......... 10 
” “ Pre. BOraes «.....- 10 
: : ‘ H. Spitzfadden —-- 10 
Entering and fling refusal of motion | 
presented this day by defendants -- 60 
Entering and filing motion as_ to 7 
Blance ei dsdhiidieae:"ignchtaea: ichemmemetiiga ameakdidaihadinia 60 


Ce OF TRIG 6. ticiriineene nnmmniningein 1 50 


8. —-—e.- 2 =< 


o_o. Oe 
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Ent’g pro confesso as to certain defend- 


ants made absolute _.-----...---- 60 60 
E nt g motion and order by compl a 50 50 
° fixing master’s fee____- 50 50 
“rule by def’ts Sarrat & als. & 
SE shitethidititthteien sown emesitodilaeiniee 60 
[Issuing copy of rule & M. & R ---..- 2 10 
20. Entering decree on pro re 1 50 
against J. B. Marmausal & als. 1 : . 
OU 1 50 
eng’g same ..-- - imines: steel 
Entering consent master’s fee inoper- 
ative as to Sarrat, Bordes, and Spitz- 
II sini chiircciencmsieseinaens 50 
21. Ent’g & filing dismissal of suit as to 
the Pontchartrain R. R’d Co__---. 60 
Pe CORRE oc cmcccnscunemnes 10 
Aug. 3. “ amended answer of Anne Gau- 
a 10 
Filing amended answer of Louis Bar- 
DOE sind cnentinecwanne ennui 10 
Entering in ch’nc’y O. B.-------.-.- 50 
Nov. Il. ” oe ? ene coas| =| 
oO 
demurrer and discontinuance Or 
oy etme te... .ncccenn 7 
Dec. 7. Filing 5pack’s of def’ts’ evidence =e 
eee 50 50 
aatey in carey O. B........cccapnam 50 50 
1875. 
Jan. 13. Filing 1 pack. of testimony before Ch’s 
Dh GE tine cane ence cnaseeiee 10 10 
Entry in chancery O. B --....------ 50 50 
Entry O. publication of testimony ---- 50 50 
Filing M. & QO. to suppress deposi- 
BN icici cinrnianiecommentvaprseieeniileaina 10 10 
| Entry in chancery O. B -........----- 50 50 
M’ch 5. - Entering M. and O. case and motion 
I idhtiiict niidicr annacie omen miele 50 50 
Issuing notice of trial --..-..----.-- 2 10 60 
12. Filing motion and order for injunction, 
oe: ote e.. m @ C..nwcnndenien 40 40 
E ntering same in minutes _--------- 50 50 
= © gpaneery GO. Biscua 50 50 
Se C607 G06 TE. Bonen ccncnumenninn 2 10 2 10 
yg ee ‘ 10 40 
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en a ee 
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1873. 
M’ch = 15. 

1874. 
May 4. 


CITY OF NEW ORLEANS Vs. MYRA CLARK 


Amount forward. 


Entering order continuance_-_.- ---- 


Entry at rules motion to supp. case 
UE witliin deeded ene 


20. Entering and filing decree confirming 
report as to the metes and bounds, 
OD hitb ind aiiinlee eid sie dlhineiemieeniigiicatiananen 
Br I ih csisaiitisartpcsinn nineencciiaasiiiniiiiaien 
24. Ent’g in eh’ne’y O. B. discontinuance 
as to Josiah C ‘ole, W m. Chambers, & 
Geo. W. Hynson, ex’rs, & J. M. & P. 
Brunet & filing.......-.- intitle 
1876. 
Noy. 22. Entering M. and O. case fixed... --. 
| Issuing 10 notices of trial....------- 
Dec. 7. ee te. & OC. Cate Bac nnmniininiatn 
Issuing 10 notices of trial_.._..----- 
21. Entering M. and O. case fixed -----~- 
Issuing 8 notices of trial......-..--- 
1877 
Jan. 22. Entering O. motion for continuarrce 
I osc caine ashen eaisntes sth Paonia 
Enterimg ©. case fixed.......-cileca« 
Issuing 8 notices of trial__.--....... 
29. Entering O. continuance.-.........- 
Filing $2 petitions of Myra C. Gaines 
ee Fe ae eee 
Feb’y 5. Entering order continuance --~-----.. 
rf Do. do. clo. seattle 
8. Entering agreement & order contin- 
IID caicinnnn: etisninnier iniciiatinigegaiiiatialaine 
9. Entering hearing and continuance- -- 
19. Entering continuance .............. 
20). Do. _— and order contin- 
DE sont ticciininsinsiericniicmepimeiciaas 
21. Entering hearing and order contin- 


M’ch = 15. 
14. 


SSE errarman OTE IF 
Entering O. case to be taken up-—---- 
Filing affidavit of J. W. Gurley__---- 
IE iailieiicniins tactics siete 


PE OID ire tice ese Garten gemnniionbabieiin 
Entering hearing and order contin- 
ND cicitnirnsitncicmniincniinnicnminaibiarianaten 


Entering hearing and’ order contin- 


Entering hearing and order contin- 
I ccicistnescireesentensovntecmenninensiaiiiaibaiaiiniali 
Entering hearing and order contin- 
BRNO ccannencommmeanmmninis a 


GAINES. 


10 6 


5O 


oO 


00 
OO 


Se 


a 
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June 


. Entering hearing &« 


. Entering hearing and order contin- 


EE aOR Pee PEI SFE 
Filing 3 documents_..--.....------ 
order contin- 
I satis tet ered eres cremains 


. Entering hearing and order contin- 


UMEGCO cena cde conc coaseccenewene - 


. Entering submission -....-.----..--- 


Drawing and filing note of evidence_- 


Amount forward. 
“ntering & filing decree signed by 
PE BNE cccncusinnsnuniinn 


7. Entering amend’ent to decree ~------ 
. Issuing 4 subp. witnesses before J. W. 


Gurley 


. Entering M. & O. granting appeal-_-_-_- 
9. Issuing 4 subp. before E. Sabourin- -- 
. Filing pe’m’ts certified to the court by 


E. Sabourin, master, heirs of Pes- 
 __ NIE IES 


. Issuing 12 subp. before master------- 


do. 3 do. do. do. 
do. a aa do. 
do. 1 do. do. do. 


~— —— — — — 


.. Filing 9 reports of E. Sabourin, master- 


Entering in chancery order book ~~~. 


. Entering motion to fix fee of E. Sa- 


EE siiniGtiennieincinwne oon emmigniie inet 
Filing 8 reports of E. Sabourin, master- 
Entry in chancery O. book---.------ 


. Entering M. and O. costs to be taxed 


by J. W. Gurley 
Filing 3 reports of FE. Sabourin, master - 
Entry in chancery O. book ---------- 


. Amended answer of Mr. Wm. Kenner 


| SSR papain eo FE 


. Ent’g pro confesso against Wm. B. Pa- 


rocher & others 
Entering motion «& order referring cer- 
tain cases to master to complete the 
rents and revenues and _ property 
claimed by defendants._..-.----..- 
CA GE GIO ce ccc cons sennnieeein 
Filing exception of the heirs of Paul 
Pesquier to the master’s report ~~... 
Entry in chancery O. B. ....--...---- 


~———— — = — ee a mr ee ee ee 


5O 
30 
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50 
30 
50 
50 


50 
60 


150 OO 


51 40 


i 
—_ - 
= | 
eT 


~I 
bo 
— 


60 
90 
50 
oO 
SO 
50 


50 
SO 


1 50 
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July 


A ug. 
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11. 


1]. 


13. 


15. 


14. 


oo . 


Filing separate exceptions to master’s 


reports by George Bischof, Mr.— Mrs. 


J. W. Gourdain, Pierre Bordes, Heirs 
of Dougherty, Jean Despeaux, and 
Michel Meilleur_-_---- iis oiiaeiniaaiidle 
Entry in chancery O. B.------ ible 
Filing exceptions to master’s report 
by Raymond Rousselot & Michel 
SN ihc salin shh ets Shade cedeinleai 
Entry in chancery O. B..........-.- 
Filing complainant’s separate excep- 
tions to the master’s report as to the 
following def’ts, viz., R. Rousselot, P. 
Parocelle, Jos. Diard or D. Osehner, 
Mrs. 8. Delord, Josephine Ledoe, 
Nancy Villars, Geo. Lohr, Pierre 
Minnerville, Pierre Bordes, Michel 


Amount forward. 
Meilleur, Martin Graff, Mr. & Mrs. 
J. V. Gourdain, J’n Despaux, the 
Heirs of Paul Pesquier, Heirs of Owen 
Dougherty, Geo. Bischottl, Jos. Des- 
paux, and Jos. A. Abadie -.---...-. 
Filing separate exception. of the de- 
fendants, Mrs. G. Delord, Geo. Lohr, 
Pierre Minnerville, Joseph Diard or 
J. Oschner, Jean Bazac, Josephine 
SAID os cinces i-victeiasetiiical ipietitecabisciaiiantiiabiin 
3g 3g een 
Filing separate exception to master’s 
report by the def’ts, Martin Graff, 


ey OR Gr ET GC Bicientciomnn 
Filing stipulation as to Mrs. Eliza 
NG ccctiensetsnes sade stidassnenioeecesntaianiaainidinn 


Filing note of evidence & of exhibits 


60 Fe SE cit crcrcnninnninicns 
Entry in ch’e’y O. B.as to the filing, of 
rep. ----~------.------ ------ omen ae 


Filing report of E. Sabourin, master-_- 


“ and entering order relative to 
EE cncccects onqneracnminnbiamianie 
Filing order allowing appeal .--- -.-- 
PRONE I 5. ciscinesessivnccimeniteiiionts sliibueiiibis 
a ey neem 


Entering and filing modified order -- 
Filing petition of Myra Clark Gaines- 
Copy of order of June 26, ’72, taken by 

Bei acerca isvincinscesin genentiiaiipatigede 


60 
5O 
ae] 
0) 
5O 
95 45 
| 
190 190 
50 | 
50 
20 
50 
10 
80 
> 
50 50 
10 10 
60 60 
10 10 
50 50 
300 3 00 
ea 
10 10 
100 100 ¥ 


Se} rt. 
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4 ot ) 


4. Filing 8 reports of Sabourin, master -_ 80 80 
Entry in chancery O. B.....--.....-.-- 50 50) 
15. Filing affidavit of Mr. Gaines for writ 
Oe I olin rms omaianiciect 10 
I i tniicin x eneninxaminnsaiiabiens 50 
Issuing writ of possession against 
I I iviicaseysvcn-ecoccnniinissiemaiiainen 3 00 
20. Filing ——" (5 ade to mas- 
ter’s report..._.............--..--<. 60 60 
Entry in chancery O. B._---. -.-.---- 50 50 
21. Entry in chancery O. B......-------- 50 50 
Filing exceptions to report filed July 
be: EE anaes hee sis 10 10 
1. Filing exceptions & objections of N. 
Rillieux, Martin Soye, Jules Bermu- 
dez, W’ow & Heirs of D. McCarty to 
I IS ene cen ncntinininin 40) 
Entry in chancery O. B.....-.------ 50 
5. Filing affidavits for writ of possession 
De one cence 60 
Issuing writ of possession against the | 
heirs of Paul Pasquier... -..-----. 2 50 
7. Filing satisfaction of judgment as to 
Martin Soye, judgement satisfied, 
clerk’s costs paid, $25.00. 
EE ancnccustmeeed $11 90 
Amount forward. 
8. Filing affidavits for writs of possession — 10 
Issuing writs of possession against Dan- 
iel Oschneer (not in decree or in bill)- 2 50 
Issuing writs of possession against Geo. 
TT i ecmnins whviniesentemnmaniiaaseasiiiamiil 2 50 
16. Filing general report of J. W. Gurley, 
master, and 8 docts.............. 90 
eee Gere CD. B. nnnnensumanne 50 
19. Filing master’s report as to H’y Lar- 
IE iitteritwncnccncen cnninnmene 10 
Be GE OO Bc cnectntnc crn 50 
Filing special report of master con- | 
cerning Blane and other tracts---- 10 10 
metey Ta en acy ©. B. < .nnces:cconee 50 50 
SS 10 10 
20. “ — reports of J. W. Gurley as to Jo- 
I cite snen se nnn tietateeitia 20 
Entry in chancery O. B.....-....--- 50 
Filing 2 documents with said report. 20 
Entering continuance of exception— —- 50 50 
” leave granted to Macarty to 


withdraw titles AEE Narn hn et 50 
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Entering M. and O. as to printed tran- 


TE IIR sects estan: niteitiecmaninies innate 50 
Issuing 3 notices of continuance- -.-.-- 3 OO 

28. Filing 5 books, as per order of court of 
I UN i sisi iasnciesha kinincineatbintiaiiin nial 50 

3. Entering hearing and continuance of 
CINE oie sian cident 50 
do. Entering continuance of exception-- ~ OU 
PAS CO EE sii erie seccinsctlin niecliieenenie 
Agpromste O10) OVOP... cnn cence ann — 
PURE CRIES. cninicicd ninictlin indent 


3 00 


$6 20 
79 


78 95 


Statement of Mr. Sabourin as to the Number of Depositions Taken Before 
Him as Master, &c. Referred to and Returned and Filed with Report 


of J. W. Gurley, Master, &e., on Taxed Costs in this Case. 


Master's Report May 20th, 1878. 


United States Cireuit Court. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
v's. No. 3663. 
P. H. MonssEavux ef —. : 


I. Sabourin, master. 


Filed with 


Master’s Fees, Including Expenses, Services of Notices, &-. 


report =— 
Pr. 300. Bi, seereeer,; Rampart FA. 2.0.06 ennccnenions $250 00 4 
ee ee Tk: FAIUE ecncite «mnie een 250 00 3 

5764 

ee I TN hives sashes: mnie: wineries msdn inieaaianiiiadioen 250 00 3 
es ne IIE sane cxcnein:' tnlarsienincneniacmiininitemee mii 200 00 3 
PE, EE Fics nice icitnitine semenintnainteciaipeiaain ae a 
et Oe I © WD. onc sitesi cecncceianan 100 00 8 
I SIE 6 cn: inicie in acute neceleeniteeumemnacienih 200 00 2 
EEE LA TCDA TH = SN. 150 00 4 
a 150 00 8 
ee ee; MN ek I a tiie cee ecto - 200 00 2 
ee I, INO 2. nus ies nities cr acciteese eeeaiacaeias 0 Eee 
I 150 00 2 
I cecal dieminennianerenioncinaadeae Wel a 8 . oa 
a Ns ne! aac wniobamananae A re 200 OO 2. 
ee 350 00 2 
59. Heirs O. Dougherty ~--------- vcnnetiniiadiiiaciile 250 00 2 
Eee .-Improved -.. 200 00° 5 
SLES CC LITE OORT Unimproved. 150 00 2 
ee Sr I ia. i. ss einiineseemae teen 300 OO 2 
Be IE CD iiictienien estes ences cleenrnsicieiaiialinaie 300 00 4 
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. Jules Bermudez__--- --- osaabelinieiniiaeies Ci os 300 00 4 
Fe. Bie BE ie ceric occpecess AEE cu Ee 
pe  iieiihdenunec coun Improved _-. 150 00 4 
J. Lavergne -........-----...Unimproved_. 150 00 4 

33. Heirs of Macarty ---.-------- Improved _-. 400 00° 8 
. see See CA ... ....... cane Bee 
1. SOM GH TOMIEEO TROUT ... 25 oo ccecececennen 150 00 4 
j I IED ict enema > woemmmeaainane 200 00 5 
aS U nimproved - 100 00 2 
Be en do. 400 00 2 
Oe an ickigenerciionnil do. 100 OO 2 
ee . wwaumeinis do. 200 OO 8 
. Est. Edw’d Barnett---- ..---. . do. 100 00 35 
ee ee I ho ore ere ereeens do. 150 00 2 
Bs ee iii mned seen nie do. 150 OO 2 
eT a ee do. _ 200 00 2 
RET do. 100 00 2 
See ee ee I ne ow co cin do. 300 00 8 
ene do. 150 00 3 
oO do. 150 00 2 
es ee ns, 6 cnimonnns do. 150 00 4 
SRE ee Ol do. 150 00 3 

. Mrs. S. Morel & husband___--~- do, 200 00 8 
oe do. 150 00 38 
a ee ee ice een do. 150 OO 2 
er ae asia do. 150 00 2 
. Jacob Newhauser .---.-.-.-..-.-- do. 200 00 3 
ML SE oe do. 150 00 2 
2. O. Peyroux & J. Cassard.- .--- do. 200 OO 2 
i ia et tnenentcmnnnen’ do. 100 00 2 
I I I i ssn wameninn do. 150 00 2 
cs eeneierananeiien do. 250 00 2 
A. Rousseaux, adm’r ..-.----- do. 150 00 38 
i een do. 250 OO 3 

Be ikkc mewn ncwnnnas do. 150 00) 3 
. Southern Star Man’f’g Co. —--- do. 200 OO 2 
be ID dcinst peed cmee moe do. 150 OO 2 

. Widow J. C. de St. Romes ..--- do. 500 OO 2 
Ee do. 100 00 2 
ee ks recmmmnne do. 200 00 3 
Joseph Bazanac------- ean do. 150 OO 2 

. Heirs of P. Pasquier---------- Improved _.. 750 00) 4 
SO ee Unimproved_ 150 00 2 
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0766 Entry at Rules. 
Extract from Chancery Order Book, May 20th, 1878. 


Myra Clark GAINES 
vs. : | No. 3665. 
P. Hl. Monsseaux et als. 

The parties in interest are hereby notified that J. W. Gurley, mas- 
ter, this day filed his report of taxed costs of suits as per order of 
reference. 

Entry at Rules. | 
Extract from Chancery Order Book, May 22d, 1878. - 
Myra CLARK GAINES \ 
Us. No. 36653. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. | 

Wm. R. Mills and Ch’s 8. Rice have this day filed their separate 
exception to the report of taxed costs of suit made by J. W. Gur- 
ley, master. , 

Opposition of Ch’s S. Rice to Master- Report. Filed May 22d, 1878. 
U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. ; 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
a > No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseavux et als. 

And now comes Ch’s S. Rice, and to the report of J. W. Gurley, 
master in chancery, filed herein, fixing among others the costs of 
this appearance as commission, objects to the said report in this 
that it does not allow appearer’s fee 7n solido against the several de- 
fendants, as in law should be done, but jointly against them. 

Wherefore he prays that said report be changed and amended in 
said regard so as to conform with the above objections. 

(Signed) . WM. R. MILLS. 
Opposition of Wm. R. Mills to Master- Report of May 22d, 1878. 

“ Nore.”—The above opposition of Wm. R. Mills to master- re- 
port is missing from the files, and after due and diligent search ean- 
not be found. 

Motion and Order. Report of J. W. Gurley of May 20th, 1878, Taxing 
Costs. Fixed for hearing. 
Extract from the Minutes, May 29th, 1878. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
Us. > No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux ef oe 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY et als. j 


On motion of W. R. Mills, solicitor for complainant, and on be- 


@ 
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half of himself and Ch’s 8. Rice, it is ordered that the report of J. 
W. Gurley, master, filed herein on the 20th day of May, 1578, being 
his report as to the taxing costs, and the opposition filed thereto, be 
and the same is set down for hearing on the 7th day of June, 1875, 
at 11 a. m., and that the parties interested be notified. 


Entry at Rules. 
Extract from Chancery Order Book, May 51st, 1878. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
's. > No. 3665. 
P. H. Monsseacx ef als. 


The parties hereto are notified that Ernest Sabourin, master in 
chancery, has this day filed separate reports of rents and profits as be- 
tween the complainant and the following named defendants, viz: 
Joseph Dangel, J. B. Jacquet, Widow Pierre Cap, J.C. Pelhofer, 
Widow J. A. Blacksmidt. 


5767 Report of Master in Chancery as to John Laburthe. Filed May 
3lst,1878. Marked XC', in No. 8825, offered by Complainant 
Aug. 18, ’80. 


Circuit Court of the United States, Fifth Cireuit and District of 
Louisiana. 


To the honorable the judges of the Cireuit Court of the United 

States for the fifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Laburthe by an order of this honorable 
court of the 22nd day of June, 1877, having examined the testi- 
mony on file, and from information obtained from the offices of the 
register of conveyances and the administrator of assessments of the 
City of New Orleans, and from information derived from witnesses 
cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has the honor to report 
as follows: — 

That under the order of court above referred to he was re- 
quired to take an account of the yearly rents and profits, or value 
for use, accrued or accruing from the property in said order de- 
scribed since the same came into the possession of the defendant, 
the property being— 

One fot of ground in square 336, bounded by Carondelet walk, 
Broad, Toulouse, & Dorgenois streets, and designated as No. 14, 
measuring 31 feet front on Carondelet walk by a depth of 79 feet. 
The defendant acquired this property, by purchase, from J. M. 
Tourne, as per act passed before A. Ducatel, notary public, on the 
15th January, 1870,and recorded in the conveyance office, book 93, 
folio 409. 

From the evidence in this case I have allowed defendant interest 
on $600—the value of the improvements on this property from 
1870—at the rate of 5% per annum, amounting to $240. 

Rent is allowed complainant at the rate of $120 per year from 
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1870, with interest at the rate of 5% per annum, making rent $960 ; 


interest, $168 ; total, $1,128. 

There is no proof that any taxes have been paid on this property 
by the defendant, who, although notified frequently, failed to pro- 
duce the evidence. 

In this case the evidence shows that the value of the im- 
5768 provements in buildings, &ec.,erected by the defendant which 


he is entitled to charge under the judgment of the 26 March, . 


1878, amount to the sum of $600, which being deducted from $888, 
amount of rents found against defendant, leaves due, in favor of 
complainant, $288. This deduction is made in accordance with the 
election herein by complainant, as stated’ in the master’s general re- 
port of May Sth, 1878, attached to the copy of H. Larquie, one of the 
defendants in the case of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux et 
als., No. 36653. | 
Rent of lot No. 14 in sqr. 38, with improvements thereon, 

from 30th April, 1870, to 30 April, 1878, 8 years, at 


$120 per year.....- innate innit nenininicen miei deatilinleceniaiedia $960 00 
Interest on Rents. 

Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 

120 00 7 years. D% + 42 00 

120 00 . none 36 OO 

120 00 _ te ‘ 30° 00 

120 00 . Mg 24 00 

120 00 ee . 18 00 

120 OO gs ” 12 00 

120 00 ea “e 6 OO 

120 00 
Rent... $960 00 — Interest_____- $168 00 
OU ini nnaealininwiinn shit oncinealhiaieataiie aailelilenpnlaceily $1,128 00 
Interest on Improvements. 

Value of buildings, &c., on lot 14, square 38__--_-__- $600 
petonent Ch ST ee Oe nike de we icamneniniawcon $240 00 
Recapitulation. 

a i iii ical, rita ieces hs ww etd $1,128 00 
Less interest on Improvements.......-~---.- slevinemiipeianin 240 00 
Balance due complainant ewe cm ms we em e ws wees oom ewe $880 OO 
From which deduct value of improvements. -—_~~.._-- 600 00 
Dia icns sald aa iedesskecevcctlbaiasipetintiane 288 00 


Masters costs, $150. 


Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) E. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 


red 
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o769 Annexed to Foregoing Report. 


John Laburthe, named in order of court as J. Labatt, pur- 
chased about 1871 from J. M. Journet; property was improved. 


Myra CLark GAINES ) 
vs. No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef me 
11 Ocrosper, ’77. 
John Laburthe, one of the defendants, having been notified, ap- 
peared and stated that he would file his account in accordance to 
the order of court on or before the 15th inst. 
The judgment was in the name of J. Labatt, but it should have 
been in the name of witness. 
The case was then continued until Monday, 15th inst., 10 a. m., 
for a hearing. 


Oct’R L5trH, 1877. 


This case, fixed for hearing to-day, was called, but, ‘the defendant 
not appearing, the case was continued until Wednesday, 17th Oct’r, 
1877, at 10 o’el’k a. m. 


177TH Oct’rR, 1877. 


This case, fixed for hearing this day, was called. W. H. Wilder, 
solicitor of complainant, presented her account against defendant 
for rent of the property during the time it was in possession of the 
defendant. 

The case was then continued until Friday, 19th inst., at 10 
o’clock a. m. 

197TH Ocrorer, 1877. 

This case, continued for to-day, was called, but, defendant not ap- 

pearing, was continued until 20th inst. at 10 a. m. 
20TH Ocr’r, 1877. 

This ease, continued for to-day, was called, but,the defendant not 

appearing, it was continued until 25rd inst. at 2 o’cloeck p. m. 
23rpd Oct’r, 1877. 

This case, continued until to-day, was called; present, W. H. 
Wilder, solicitor for complainant, & J. W. Davis, Esq., & E. Des- 
Jonde, Esq. 

The defendant failed to appear or render his account, altho’ noti- 
fied so todo. This case is called at the solicitation of W. H. Wilder, 
Esq., solicitor for complainant. 

5770 J. W. Davis, sworn: 


I know the property of defendant on lot 14, square 38. The 
improvements consists of a double one-story shingle-roofed frame 
house, containing 2 rooms & kitchen each side; it is fenced and the 


est a ethan sates sinter 
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lot filled. The property is in fair order. I consider the improve- 
ments worth $600.00. 

I consider $10.00 per month a fair rental value for the property ; 
that is to say, $5 each side. I don’t know who built the property or 
filled the lot. I do not know whether the taxes have been paid or 
not. There is no banquette. I consider $10 a fair average rental 
value for 10 or 12 years past. 

I think $100 a fair valuation for the filling of the lot. 


Kk. A. DESLONDE: 


I have heard the testimony; I examined the property with Mr. 
Davis; I consider the improv ement worth $500 or $606 1.00, and con- 
sider $5 per side for each property a fair rental value: do not know 
who built the improvements or who filled the lot. I consider $75 
to $100 a fair price for filling the lot. 

I consider that the house has been built within 10° years; it, from 
its appearance, may be 7 or 8 years old. It was oceupied when I 
saw it. 


5771 Report of Master in Chancery as to Louis Jesum. Filed May 
dlst, 1878. Marked X C} in No. 8825, offered by Complain- 
ant Aug. 18, ’80. 


Circuit Court of the United States, Fifth Cireuit and District of 
Louisiana. 


To the honorable the judges of the ¢ircuit court of the United States 
for the fifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 
The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was re- 
5772 ferred for report the above case of Gaines vs. Jesum by an 
order of this honorable court of the 22nd day of June, 1877, 
having examined the testimony on file, and from information ob- 
tained from the offices of the register of conveyances and adminis- 
trator of assessments of the City ‘of New Orleans, and from informa- 
tion derived from witnesses cognizant of the facts connected there- 
with, has the honor to report as follows: 

That under the order of court above referred to he was required 
to take an account of the yearly rents & profits or value for use 
accrued and accruing from the property in said order described 
since the same came into the possession of the defendant, the prop- 
erty being: 

One lot of ground in square No. 373, bounded by Dupre, White, 
Dumaine, & St. Ann streets, measuring 32 feet front on Dupre street 
by a depth of 141 feet, & is known as lot No. 1. 

The defendant acquired this property by purchase from F. La- 
croix, as per act passed before A. E. Bienvenue on the 29th day of 
March, 1866, and recorded in the conveyance office book No. 90, 
folio 485. 

From the evidence in this case I have allowed defendant interest 
on $500, the value of the improvements on this property from 1866 
at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum, making $275. 


en 
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Rent is allowed complainant at the rate of $60 per year, with in- 
terest at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum, making rent, $720; in- 
terest, $198; total, $918. 

Taxes, both State and city, that have been paid by the defendant 
are allowed, with 5 per cent. interest. Sharing taxes paid, $151.99; 
interest, 54.51; total, $206.50. 

In this case the complainant has elected to be charged in deduc- 
tion of the rents and revenues due her with the enhanced value 
alone which the improvements in buildings erected by the defend- 
ant may have given to her property occupied by this defendant, & 
which will be reported upon hereafter by the master. 

Rent of lot No. 1, in sqr. No. 22, with improvements 
thereon, from 30 April, 1866, to 30 April, 1878, 12 
yen, Gy Fe Ne PI aiccitirwe wewuinnnnlianiaiitabiacaiin $720 00 


Interest on Rents. 


5773 Rent. Time. tute. Interest. 
60 00 , 11 years. Og 33 00 
60 OO —_— * 30 OO 
60 OO le ™ 27 OO 
60 OO oe ss 24 OO 
60 00 — 2 21 00 
60 OO - * as 18 00 
60 O00 S * - 15 00 
60 00 — . 12 00 
60 OO an . 9 00 
60 00 — “ 6 OO 
60 00 _ * . 3 OO 
60 00 
Rent__-_ 720 00 CU aise iitin ee $198 00 
el ite nens ntmeieeee __.. $918 00 


State & City Taxes Paid and Interest on Same. 


RD CIE i icine enn crm mnitininmatintion weit ina $151 99 
EES ESTE OE IN NIN — 
pS ET a ee Se Adrctl neers en me ee $206 50 


Interest on Improvements. 


Value of improvements on this property .-.--------- ---- $500 00 
Eterens OF O55, Te 5s POND nn cn cecccnwndennne wines 275 OO 
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Recapitulation. 


i ak edveenmius abana edad ORE Tae” $918 00 
NN EE ENE $206 50 
Interest on improvements OL MRED | IRON EN OR ST 275 OO 

481 50 

BOS RS CUR vo inn crccinrmdnemenis 436 50 


Master’s costs, $150.00. 


Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) Ek. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 


Annexed to Foregoing Report. 


Louis Jesum, or Jessum, purchased from F. Lacroix, on 29th 
March, 1866, lot 1 in square 375, bounded by Dupré, White, St. 
Ann, & Dumaine streets. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. » No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY et als. if | 
12rH ~OcroReEr, 1877. 
5774 Louis Jesum, one of the defendants, having been notified, 
appeared and stated that he would file his account, in accord- 
ance to the order of court, on Wednesday, the 17th Oct’r. The case 
was then continued until Wednesday, 17th inst., at 10 o’clock, for 
hearing. 
, 17rH Oct’r, 1877. 

Louis Jesum, defendant, sworn his own behalf: 

The place was vacant when I bought it. I paid $125 for it. 
There is a picket fence around it. There is a frame dwelling on it, 
2 rooms, & 2 closets, & gallery, shingled, a kitchen, & a chicken- 
house, & a cistern. The filling cost $25. I only filled the front 
vortion of the lot. The improvements, including filling, cost $700; 
oes was very high at the time. I made the construction in 1866. 
Materials were also very high. I claim interest. I think I paid at 
least $400 for building the house alone; have kept no receipts; this 
was for the material; the labor cost $175. The house is “so so” as 
far as condition; it is a long time since I have seen it. I lived in it 
for 6 months. I[t is now rented at $5) per month. It was ? of the 
time empty. He had it rented at one time for $16 per month, but 
the tenant did not pay a cent; this was in 1867 or 1868. I rented 
it as I could—sometimes $8 & sometimes $10 per month. One of 
the tenants gave me a note for 860 for rent, but. he got drowned 
before the maturity of the note & it was not paid. 

I value that I have received about } of all: the rents, at $5 per 
month, which | consider a fair value; that is to say, supposing the 
house rented at $60 per year, I received $30. 

I have paid taxes on the property, both city & State, to the amount 


~ 


~ 
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of $172.35, & will produce the receipts. I claim interest. The 
ground is overflowed whenever it rains very heavy; this since the 
drainage machine on Orleans street was removed. 

J. W. Davis, sworn for complainant, corroborates the statement 
of the defendant so far as values are concerned, except the improve- 
ments, which he values at $400. I consider $5.00 as a fair average 
rental per month. 

KE. A. Deslonde, sworn’ for complainant, having heard the 
5775 testimony of Mr. Davis, corroborates his statement as to 
ralue of property and rent of same. 

W. HH. Wilder, solicitor for complainant, presented her account for 
rent of the property while in possession of the defendant. Also pre- 
sents her answer to the demands of defendant for improvements. 

The case was then closed. 


(Signed) T. H. HIGINBOTHAM, Clerk. 
Taxes, City and State, Paid by Louis Jesum, Sqr. 373. 
State. City. 
FOE FORE Fea tied etncencnnnne mee sceslipidea 6 75 
= Re icici nietaiaiini iin iene denen nnsiuieinaiiaaiiiell 484 12 75 
- ETE, tO ie aOR PT 1515 13 50 
: BI Sidi caniailiieuiilldinsictsieihitaseeeptnees -gunpeztmeneniiiaiiadadas 77 13 00 
” SA ikcis trac ieanliitciiiian ty ctcinnsirescncinaniiatinimaiiiaiaiin 15 75 = 16 00 
7 I sind led cciutclaliaiiast eliiteahionapenem exnitinnaniancieiiaiiaiiliiele 11 00 
. ils biel dai eile ncnieinenr eniesnsiniveinenieiienialeiiaad 12 00 
” NE ih cited eenemnniiadinemaiien 850 15 00 
NO CO va cuca didi Acrinaipnitintenieen cesereemeiiaiiaadiaiin $74 99 
CR CaN siceenin:iesireneeiceindieteriniciineasineanee. ener meniaeep iain aabaibiit 77 00 
pA ea Ea Re) Om $151 99 


Answer. 


Complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, to the demand made by Louis 
Jesum. 

Defendant, for improvements: 

Complainant denies defendant’s alleged right to claim for improve- 
ments. She denies that defendant built and made the improve- 
ments claimed; and she further denies that the materials and work- 
manship amount to the sum claimed. 

With these denials, complainant refuses to take said alleged im- 


provements at said price. 
WM. H. WILDER «& 
WM. REED MILLS, 


Solicitors for Complainant. 
New Orleans, 17th Oct., 1877. 
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Report of Master in Chancery as to Mrs. Jacques Muller. Filed May 
3lst, 1878. Marked NX C', in No. 85825, offered by Complainant 
Aug. 18, ’30. 


Cireuit Court of the United States, Fifth Cireuit and District of 


Louisiana. 


5776 To the honorable judges of the cireuit court of the United 
States for the fifth circuit and district of Louisiana : 

The undersigned master in chancery, to whom was referred for re- 
port the above case of Gaines vs. Muller, by an order of this honora- 
ble court of the 22nd of June, 1877, having examined the testimony 
on file, and from information obtained from the offices of the register 
of conveyances and administrator of assessments of the City of New 
Orleans, ‘and from information derived from witnesses cognizant of 
the facts connected therewith, has the honor to report as follows : 

That under the order of court above referred to he was required 
to take an account of the yearly rents and profits or value for use 
accrued or accruing from the property in said order described since 
the same came into the possession of the defendant, the property 
being one lot of ground in square No. 592, bounded by Gayoso, St. 
Peter, Dupue, & Toulouse streets, being the lot for ming the corner of 
St. Peter & Dupre streets. 

a his property was acquired by the defendant by purchase from A. 
Caglon, as per act passed before A. Doncourt, notary public, on the 
9tIMeriy of September, 1869, and recorded in the conveyance office, 
book Q33, folio 409. 

Krom the evidence in this case I have allowed defendant interest 
on $500.00, the value of the improvements on this property from 1867, 
at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum, amounting to $287.50. 

Rent is allowed complainant at the rate of $600 per year from 
1867, with interest at the rate of 5 percent. per annum, making rent 
$690.00 and interest $180.00 ; total, $870.00. 

There is no proof that any taxes have been paid on this property 
by the defendant. . 

In this case the evidence shows that the value of the improve- 
ments in buildings, &c., erected by the defendant, which he is en- 
titled to charge under the judgment of the 26 March, 1878, amounts 
to the sum of $500.00, which, being deducted from $582.50, amount 
of rents found against de fendant, leaves due in favor of complainant 

a balance of $82.50. T his deduction is made in accordance 
5777 with the election herein by complainant, as stated in the 

master’s reports of May 8th, 1878, attached to the case of H. 
Larquie, one of the defendants in the case of Myra Clark Gaines vs. 
P. H. Monsseaux ef als., No. 3665. 


ns of lot No. 12, square 52, with improvements there- 
, from 380 September, 1867, to 30 April, 1878, 11} 
ra GD BOD OE. FORE a ce cciteesnink thciienssiesnirsiittittacatciils tipeinniiian $690 00 


ee “anata 
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77 
Interest on Rents. 
Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
60 00 10} years. 5/7 31 50 
60 00 gi « ‘ 28 50 
60 00 i. “ 25 50 
60 00 i “ 22 50 
60 00 6, 19 50 
60 00 an “ 16 50 
60 00 4, r 13 50 
60 00 _ 10 50 
60 00 “ 7 50 
GO OO }} - - 4 DO 
60 00 =o 
30 OO 
Rent —~. $690 00 en 180 00 
i $870 00 
Interest on Improvements. 
Value of buildings, &c., on lot -12, in square 52, $500. 
cutest & 5 Ol TEs FOR oon. ccc. cciaiipeeen $287 50 
Recapitulation. 
is i a $S70 00 
Less interest on improvements ..........-...-.------ 287 50 
Balance due complainant ----......-------.-~- 582 50 
From which deduct value of improvements ~--------- 500 00 
am S82 50 


Master’s costs, $150.00. 


Respectfully submitted. i 
(Signed) E. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 


Annexed to Foregoing Report. 
Mrs. Jacques Muller. Lot of Ground in Square No. 52. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 


vs. > No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY et als. 
Master’s Orrice, 12 Oet’r, 1877. 
5778 . Mrs. Jacques Muller having been notified to appear, & 


having failed to do so, her case was continued until Monday, 
15th inst., at 19 o’clock a. m. 


2874 
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15rn Ocrt’r, 1877. 
This case being fixed for hearing this day, & the defendant hay- 
ing failed to appear, it was continued until Wednesday, 17th inst., 
at 10 o'clock a. m. 
17ru Ocr’r, 1877. 
This case, continued until to-day, was called, and the defendant 
failing to appear it was continued. until Friday, 19th inst., at 10 
a.m. | 
W. H. Wilder, solicitor for complainant, filed her account for rent 
of the property during the time it was in the possession of the de- 
fendant. | 
Irn Oct’r, 1877. 
This case continued until this day for hearing, and the defendant 
not appearing the case was continued until Saturday, 20th inst., at 
10 o'clock a. m. 
207TH Ocr’R, 1877. 
This case, continued until this day, was ealled, but the defendant 
not appearing it was continued until Tuesday, 25rd inst., at 2 p.m. 
23RD Ocr’r, 1877. 
This case, continued until to-day, was called; W. H. Wilder, so- 
licitor for complainant, present, as also the following witnesses in 
her behalf: Messrs. J. W. Davis & E. A. Deslonde. The defendant, 
altho’ notified, failed to appear, nor did she render an account. The 
case was called at the solicitation of eomplainant’s counsel. 


J. W. Davis, sworn: I know this property (lot 12, sqr. 54). It 
consists of a one-story shingle-roof house containing 2 rooms & 
eabinet, besides some out-houses. It is fenced. I consider the im- 
provements worth $500. The lots are filled. I consider $5 a fair 
rental value per month. The improvements are in fair condition. 
[ cannot say how old the improvements are, nor by whom they were 
built—whether by defendant or not. 

I would consider $5 a fair average rental for the past 10 years. I 
would consider $100 for the filling a fair price. I do not know 
whether the defendant filled it or not. 

I cannot say whether the taxes have been paid or not. 
0779 There are no banquets. 


KE. A. Destonpe, Esq., ‘for complainant, sworn: 


Having heard the testimony of Mr. Davis & having examined the 
property with him, corroborates his statement. I do not know how 


old the buildings are; they are painted, and do not exhibit signs of 


decay. The house is more than 5 years old, but it would be im- 
possible to say from its appearance how long it has been built. 


er 
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Report of Master in Chancery as to J. C. Pethofer. Filed May 31st, 
1878. Marked XXI C?* in No. | S825, offered hy omplainant Aug. 
18, ’80. , 

Cireuit Court of the United States, Fifth Cireuit and District of 

Louisiana. 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court for the fifth cireuit 
and district of Louisiana : 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Pelbofer by an order of this honorable court 
of the 22nd of June, 1877, having examined the testimony on file, 
and from information obtained from the office of the register of con- 
veyances of the City of New Orleans, and from the testimony of 
witnesses cognizant of the facts connected the rewith, has the honor 
to report as follows: 

That under the order of court above referred to he was required 
to take an account of the yearly rents & profits or value for use ac- 
erued and accruing from the property in said order described since 
the same came into the possession of the defendant, the property 
being four lots of ground in square No. 342, bounded by Broad, 


‘Ursuline, Dorgenois, & St. Philip streets, measuring 120 feet front 


on Ursuline St. by a depth of 148 feet. 

This property was acquired by the defendant by purchase from 
the City of New Orleans, as = act passed before J. Cuvellier, notary 
public, on the 26th March, 1846, and recorded in the convey vance 
oftice, book 37, folio 643. 

From the svideeet in this case | have allowed interest on $S00, 
the value of the improvements on this property at the rate of 5% 
per annum from 1858, the year they were built, amounting to _— 

Rent is allowed complainant at the rate of $144 per year, 
5780 with interest at the rate of 5% perannum. Rent, $3 Ss0). 
Int., $1,368. ‘Total, $4,248. 

Interest at the rate of 5% per annum is allowed on the costs of 
filling, $ $250. Interest, $250. 

Taxes, both State and municipal, that have been paid by the de- 
fendant are allowed, with 5% interest. Taxes, $511.10. Interest, 

$227.57. Total, $758.67. 

Interest is not allowed on the charges made for payment, as they 
were not paid. 

Interest is not allowed on the charge for banquet, as the date 
when it was built is not known to the master. 

In this case the evidence shows that the vaiue of the improve- 
ments in buildings, &e., erected by the defendant which he is enti- 
tled to claim under judgment of the 26th March, 1878, amounts to 
the sum of $800.00, which, being deducted from $24. 99.33, amount 
of rents found ag inst the defendant, leaves due in favor of com- 
plainant a balance of $1,659.53. This deduction is made in accord- 
ance with the election herein by complainant, as stated in the master’s 
general report of May 8th, 1878, attached to case of H. Larquie, one 
of the defendants herein. 

* 
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tent of lots 11, 12, 15, & 14, in sqr. No. 5, with improve- 
ments therein, from 50th April, 1850, to 30 April, 1878, 


G5 FN I FG a vicina intention $2,880 00. 
Interest on Rents. 
Rent. . Time. tate. Interest. 
144 00 19 years. DY 156 50 
144 00 = as! 129 60 
144 00 a , 122 40 
144 00 — ws 115 20 
144 00 — | ws 108 OO 
144 00 Tg ¥ 100 80 
144 00 — . 93 60 
144 00 > i - S6 40 
144 00 | Raa - 79 20 
144 00 _ ° ” 72 00 
144 00 5 « os 64 80 
144 00 ae . 57 60 
144 00 ae eh 50 40 
144 00 ». “: 43 20 
144 O00 _ 2 36 OO 
144 00 ‘7 ” 28 80 
578] 144 00 . 21 60 
144 00 . ' 14 40 
144 00 " 7 20 
144 OO 

Rent. $2,880 00 IE isisiscnsdicshrsinssisbiabiitiieincianiiedianian $1,368 00 

NG ieee as cenit ine Maidens npc niet dia ae 
State and City Taxes Paid and Interest on same. 

State. City. Total. Time. Rate. Interest. 

19 65 19 years. 5% 18 76 

12 90 18 ” ” ll 61 

3 6d Re ” 11 50 

18 SO — = . 15 O4 

26 10 A ee | 0a 21 60 

20 SO ay o 14 56 

20 95 — Hs 13 60 

22 |D i, - 13 50 

91 55 _— . 11 75 

20 15 —* " 10 07 

99 65 > = “ 13 37 

46 80 a “ 18 72 

29 65 ie « 10 37 

50. 70 i tae 15 21 

62 60 . . 138 15 

53 30 . = “ 10 66 

41 15 ER " 4 10 


mr, SE cctetninnits ms en | 
II cs scsisnitincisuslisehnnncineehtetibalphuiieneiieiigiinlitaiaii $738 68 


= 2 TU enmity —— 


~ 


tM 


goer ae . 
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Interest on Improvements. 


Value of buildings on 4 lots in square No. 5, $500. 


sates GS Gee Gee Be PB ccnnnndnetineameminmnn SOO 00 
Value of filling, $250. 
smborent @) OF ae Br FU 00 ccc cnnnctimnedetiandne 250 00 


$1,050 O00 
Recapitulation. 


BN I retnitites eiertsin: 6: evens enestiannee aed cane $4,248 00 


Bis ertittennccce ncsmemnmminn S738 67 
Interest on improvements ~..-----.--. 1,050 00 
1,788 67 
5782 Balance due complainant..................... $2,459 33 
From which deduct value of improvements -~--- 800 00 
Be ciislitatbinas <cdncup owndsinaaammaianidi $1,659 33 


Master’s costs, $250.00. 
Respectfully submitted, 
(Signed) E. SABOURIN, 


Master in Chancery. 
Annexed to Foregoing Report. 


John Geo. Pilhofer purchased from Ist Municipality on the 26th 
March, 1846, 4 lots of ground, 11, 12, 15, & 14, in square No. 5. J. 
Cuvelier, notary, $190. 

Master’s Court. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
US. > No. 3663. 
P. F. AGNetny et als., J. G. Pecuoren. } 
12 Ocr’r, 1877. 
John Geo. Pelhofer, one of the defendants, having been notified, 
appeared and stated that he would file his account in accordance to 
the order of court on Wednesday, the 17th Oet’r. 
The judgment was in the name of J. C. Pelhofer; it should have 
been J. C. Pilhofer. 
The case was then continued until Wednesday, 17th inst., at 10 
o'clock a. m., for hearing. 
17Tu Oct’r, 1877. 
J. G. Pelhofer, one of the defendants, being sworn in his own be- 
half, presents his account marked A, which is filed. I reside on the 
property since I had it. The charge of $800 for house & kitchen is 
correct. I built the house — stable in 1857 or 1858. I cannot tell 
how long it was after | bought it. The material & labor, I think, 
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cost more than $800.00. I bought the lumber myself & built the 
improvements myself. The $800 is an estimate of value. It is in 
good order, but the roof leaks some. It is a shingle roof. I can 
keep 4 horses in the stable. 

The charge of $40.00 for cistern is correct. I will produce the 
receipt. It was built 7 years ago. Ll repaired it this winter. It is 
now in good order. 

The charge of $100 for fences is correct. There are 675 pickets. 
I estimate the value. All the property is fenced in. The fence is in 

good condition. I built part of the fence 3 years ago, and the 
5783 front was built 8 years ago. 
The fruit trees consists of plum, peach, fig, quince, Ke. ; _ 
cost me nothing. I planted them myself, & estimate their value a 
$20. The charge of filling, $500, is correct. I put 1? feet of filling: 
I got the dirt from the old basin; I hauled it my self: Was assisted 
by my servant; I estimate this as a fair value. 

[t. was not overflowed at last overflow; the water cannot hurt it. 
I- was 4 inches above the overflow of September last. 

It cost me $20 per year to repair.the fence. I made new fences 3 
times since I owned the property, 2 new pickets, and once old 
pickets. 

The city & State taxes are all paid as charged in his account; it 
is the exact tax; no penalty except notice. I will produce tax re- 
ceipts to-morrow. 

The charge of $277.45 for round stone pavement in front of my 
property is correct; #t was made by order of the city, but I had to 
pay it; was made just before the war. I will bring receipt to-mor- 
row. 

The charge of $527 for banquet in front of property on Ursuline 
street is correct; it cost me $2.60 per foot; there are 127 feet; I have 
lost the receipt. 

I had a little shanty on the land from 1846 to 1857. I occupied 
it; it is since pulled down. I havea garden, vegetable; I sell mint; 
I always resided on the property. 

I could not rent it for over $800. I consider it a full rental value. 


J.W. Davis, sworn for complainant: The description given by the 
defendant is, in the manner, correct. I consider the value of the im- 
provements $800; this includes fencing «& cistern. 

I think part of the land never needed filling. I think $500 as a 
very high charge for the filling. 

I place the rental value of the whole property at $12.00 per month; 
this includes buildings and lots. 

Mr. Ik. A. Destonpe sworn for complainant: Having heard, cor- 
roborates the testimony of Mr. J. W. Davis... 

Mr. W. H. Wilder, solicitor of complainant, presented her claim 


for rent of property while in possession of defendant, also her answer 
to the demand of defendant for improvements; case then closed. 


(Signed) T. H. HIGINBOTHAM, Clerk. 


_ 2 ae 
Ae 
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Claim of J. C. Pilthofer. 


5754 U.S. Cireuit Court. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. » No. 6085. 

P. H. Monsseavux et als. { 
One frame dwelling house & kitchen & stable-.-------- S00 00 
I iii in teenies sn tvenciin peek dl ae 40 00 
i see ceoeniniliain. suas ae ad aci ial 100 00 
a munis as sniee iti aide aed: tay oe cae 20 00 
nla renter idibintermenine seoantiet tude ihaaseeniniestised 500 OO 
wren theres Goes above Gale... .nccansennncouccennss BOO Se 

Keeping & repairing « fences, 20 dollars per year, to be 
deducted from annua’ ats. 

i ies secant eis niet ae 7 60 
18735 te A IS ON Ee rT CS IRR RE ar 8 75 
1874 i Sirens St 8 75 
1875 a er REE eR ae MRE IS hoses EE SD § 75 
Re Fe i iciicinln deine esnstrceccecnaieiic i oo a eae 15 75 
Gee. Oa RPE ES ME ESE 9 00 
1861 ° cg ES RR ee KN SNL a ROE 10 OO 
1862 ” sp ae i a ee ee CS Pek ae Me Bi eentet 14 50 
1863 " gg 8 OR EEE, Ss") Oe AS a NT An ne OO 91 7d 
1864 ” pe a meme Ne Mae EC AER ene pe ee 16 50 
1865 " cain acne 15 7d 
LS66 - aaj gene A et Sigh ea aan US PL dS ena 1D 7D 
1867 ae cg gg ee eNO ORR a VO San ee SNL gene 10 OO 
i pe a ae RS a eae Apes 6 00 
1S69 " ig ee se em Dem ESE eS RG a Ee amen LO OO 
1870 ™ se AES i 10 OO 
1S73 - i ae at a EE 10 OO 
1877 = i S 00 
213 8d 
Bee CHR ice ence cnce net i eintn 15 00 
1874 oe a 15 OO 
50 00 
Oe i ierece cesmncnnsiaiicnad eens od DO 
1860 a api A A eR Ee EET spec res 3 90 
1861 “ 1a) eM LE CESAR see eRe E I 3 65 
1862 oe i ee 4 30 
1663 oe hoo eM eS 8 ee a 4 35 
1864 “ a 4 50 
L865 66 ON RO se LO ee eal 5 2O 
1866 - nn RE UOT, LS Tee ee rE ) 7d 
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a ~iiiaenas eiahiiigati 11 55 
1868 ’ sels cueeicibauiiacdieinhinie tilsiitiaiaaesaiaiiiaidiin ieee 14 15 
1869 “ Te ss sisceteite ined pial caine iliasinieuailaliicllaiadiadiiie cela aa Rail ae 19 65 
1870 ” a aa ce 36 SO 
187 ” en ep ee eh men ee Me nn me mE ale lacie 50 70 
1872 - sg RN Ee Pe I NP NNT er do mr NE AIMEE PNT 62 60 
1873 - TF sep suuiceseiket idan seimiasciio sib iasimecenamimaaanlteiiielacelatia ices asl 43 30 
1875 . M actuidetceeeaieeideine a le oo 15 
1864. Special taxes... 02. 220. conn concen sence oecewn 60 
1LS66 ” a aici sislmeasielitlaalewd iecieeni ieee lg ahi ee 1 58 
1867 . M  kisueineensectldes ableniveaiiaigmeideei asa a 19 75 
350 18 

Round stone paving on Ursuline street-.---------.~----- 277 45 
BOR GANEN end cc ce ones sncccens saeeneen ennehen 327 00 
ee Bi ois cscsensoininamnine datas aaa a aielhiiaiad, 4 00 
1GSS City tad... 2200 cnes caccvinwn came cnimedinin tine we time 
ete eta ae Cia cnninithe cesta eile $972 63 


Answer Complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, to the Demand made by J. 
OC. Pilhofer, Defendant, for Improvements. 


Complainant denies defendant’s alleged rights to claim for im- 
provements. She denies that defendant built and made the im- 
provements claimed; and she further denies that the materials and 

workmanship amounts to the sum claimed. With these 
5785 denials, complainant refused to’ take said alleged improve- 
ments. 
W. H. WILDER & WM. REED MILLS, 
Solicitors for Complainant. 
New Orleans, 17 Oct’r, 1877. 


Report of Master in Chancery as to Widow Pierre Cap, marked XX, 
C? in No. 8825, offered by Complainant Aug. 18, SQ. 


‘ircuit Court of the United States, Fifth Circuit and District of 
Louisiana. 


To the honorable judges of the circuit court of the United States 
for the fifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 


The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Widow Cap, by an order to this honorable 
court of the 22nd day of June, 1877, having examined the testi- 
mony on file, and from information obtained from the offices of the 
register of conveyances and administrator of assessments of the City 
of New Orleans, and from information derived from witnesses cogni- 
zant of the facts connected therewith, has the honor to report as 
follows: 

That under the order of court above referred to he was required 
to take an account of the yearly rents and profits or value for use 
accrued & accruing from the property in said order described since 
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the same came into the possession of the defendant, the property 
being: 

Two lots of ground in square No. 357, bounded by Broad, St. 
Ann, White, and Orleans streets, and known as lots 3 & 28. This 
property was acquired by the defendant by purchase from D, B. 
Maearty, as per act passed before J. Lisbony, notary public, on the 
27th day of March, 1856, and recorded in conveyance office, book 
69, folio 701. 

From the evidence in this case I have allowed defendant interest 
on $250.00, the value oft he improvements on these two lots, @ 5% 
per annum from 1856, when they were built, amounting to $275. 

Rent is allowed complainant at the rate of $48.00 per year, with 
interest at the rate of 5% per annum. Rent, $1,056; interest, 
$553.40. Total, $1,609.40. 

As there is no proof that any taxes have been paid on this prop- 
erty, no allowance is made. 

In this case the evidence shows that the value of the im- 
5786 provements in buildings, &c., erected by the defendant, which 
she is entitled to claim under judgment of 26 May, 1878, 
amounts to the sum of $250, which, being deducted from $1,334.40, 
amount of rent found against the defendant, leaves due due in favor 
of complainant a baluace of $1,084.40. This deduction is made in 
accordance with the election herein by complainant, as stated in the 
master’s general report of May Sth, 1878, attached to case of H. Lar- 
quie, one of the defendant- herein. 


Rent of lots 3 & 25, in square 56, with improvements 
thereon, from 30th April, 1856, to 30th April, 1878, 
ony, SB yours, @ GSS pet Year ...wcccccea:ceccaseess FER 


Interest on Rents. 


Rent. Time. tute. Interest. 
48 OO 21 vears. »% 50 40 
48 00 > * . 48 00 
48 OO i9 «* « 45 60 
48 00 = * " 43 20 
48 00 _ “ 40 8O 
48 00 —s * « 38 40 
48 00 > * « 36 00 
48 00 — ™ - 33 60 
48 OO — . 31 20 
48 00 — * 2g 28 80 
48 00 — ” 26 40 
48 00 _ * . 24 O00 
48 OO = ™ 21 60 
18 OO SS * “ 19 20 
48 00 : * - 16 SO 
48 00 Ss .* " 14 40 
48 00 -: * ” 12 00 
48 0O . * “ 9 GO 


48 00 _ ie . 7 20 
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48 00 a ws 4 SO 
48 00 a. ° 2 40 
48 00 
Rent__ $1,056 00 lena isaiseinesthintats $553 40 
DR cane Guan ace « ieiccaanesiel nen oe 1,609 40 
Interest on Improvements. 
Value of buildings on lots 38 & 25, sqr. 36, $250. 
Interest 6% for 22 years, $275. 
o787 Recapitulation. 
Rent & interest on improvements .-_--..-.------------ $1,609 00 
Deduct tnterest on improvements- ------------------- 275 00 
ND Ge COUNIORINER on 660 we cement $1,334 40 
From which deduct value of improvements... -- ---- ---- 250 00 
IN sth i siteninsie swerspluanaatiapninescactaesiadiaap ienisaaaiaiiaiaieanie $1,084 40 


Master’s costs, $200.00. 
Respectfully submitted, 
(Signed) : E. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 


Annexed to Foregoing Report. 


Widow Pierre Cap, lots 3 & 28, square 36, bought the property 
about 22 vears ago. 


t EA 
a 
f 
4 
i 


M. C. GAINES 
vs. No. 3663. 
P. F. AGNELLY et al. 
MAsTER’s OFFIcE, 15 Oct’r. 

Widow Pierre Cap, one of the defendants, being notified, appeared 
and stated that she would render an account in accordance with 
the order of court on 19th October, 1877, at 10 o’clock a. m. 

This case was then continued until that day & hour for a hearing. 


177TH Oct’r, 1877. 
W. H. Wilder, solicitor for complainant, filed her account for rent 
of the property while in the possession of the defendant. 


SD BLE NMI A LINN BEE ET! LUCE MEGS ITE. RAINE 


ee a 


19rH Oct’rR, 1877. 
This case fixed for hearing to-day was, in consequence of the ab- 
sence of defendant, continued to 20th inst. at 10 a. m. 


20TH Oct’R, 1877. 
This case continued until to-day, the defendant not appearing, it 
was continued until Tuesday, 25rd inst., at 2 p.m. 
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23RD Oct’rR, 1877. 
This case, continued until to-day, was called. The complainant 
represented by W. H. Wilder, Esq. Messrs. J. W. Davis & E. A. 
Deslonde, witnesses for complainant, present. 
The defendant not present, nor represented, nor having filed any 
account, though duly notified. 
5788 The case was taken up at the request of complainant. 


J. W. Davis, Esq., for complainant: I know the property of 
the defendant (lots 3 & 28, square 36). The improvements consists 
of a one-story frame shingle-roofed house, containing 2 rooms & 
cabinet & a small stable, all in bad order. The property is fenced 
in. ‘Re lots are filled; it is level with the sidewalk. 1 value the 
improvements at $250.00; they are old and out of repair. 

] do not know who occupies the premises, think the defendant. 
I cannot tell how old the buildings are; they must be old, the gal- 
leries have been rebuilt. I do not know the taxes have been paid 
or not. There is no banquette. 

I consider that $4 per month would be a fair average rental of the 
property for the past 15 years. 


E. A. Destonpe, Esq., witness for complainant, having examined 
this property simentaniously with Mr. Davis and having heard the 
testimony of Mr. Davis read, corroborates the same. 

I consider from examination that the buildings have not been 
built less than 15 years & probably longer than that. 

The galleries have been built by the present occupant during the 
past year. | 
The filing must have been taken from the canal when it was 
cleaned out & could not have cost more than $5. 

I do not know who filled the lots or made the improvements. I 
do not know whether the taxes were paid. Sidewalk not paved. 


Report of Master in Chancery as to J. B. Jacquot. Filed May 31st, 
1878. Marked XXI C? in No. 8885, offered by Complainant Aug. 
LSth, 1880.’ 


Circuit Court of the United States, Fifth Cireuit and District of Lou- 
isiana. 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States 
for the fifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Jacquot by an order of this honorable court 
of the 22nd day of, June, 1877, having examined the testimony on 

file, and from information obtained from the offices of the reg- 
5789 ister of conveyances and administrator of assessments of the 

City of New Orleans, and from information derived from 
Witnesses cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has the honor 
to report as follows : 

That under the order of the court referred to, he was required to 
take an account of the yearly rents and profits or value for use 
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accrued and accruing from the property in said order described, 
since the same came into the possession of the defendant; the prop- 
erty being— 

Four lots of ground in square No. 394, bounded by Dumaine, 
St. Philip, Dupré, & White streets, & designated as Nos. 6, 7, 8, & 9. 

This property was acquired by the defendant by purchase from 
John Pemberton, as per act passed before A. Ducatel, notary public, 
on the 20th October, 1858, and recorded in the conveyance office, 
book 77, folio 268. | 

l’'rom the evidence in this ease I have allowed interest on $700, 
the value of the improvements on this property, at the rate of 5 
per cent. per annum from 1859, the year when -they were built, 
amounting to $660. 

Rent is allowed complainant at the rate of $144 per year, with 
interest at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum, making rent $2,736. 
Int., 1,131.20; total, $3,867.20. 

Interest at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum is allowed on $100, 
the cost of filling the lots, & amounts to $90.00. 


Faxes, both State and city, that have been paid by the defendant 


are allowed, with 5 per cent. interest. Sharing taxes, $656.12 ; int., 
S00.41; total, $1,006.53. | 

In this case the evidence shows that the value of the improve- 
ments in buildings, &c., erected by the defendant, which he is en- 
titled to claim under judgement of the 26th March, 1578, amounts 
to the sum of 8700, which being deducted from $2,105.67, amount 
of rents found against the defendant, leaves due in favor of com- 
plainant $1,405.67. This deduction is made in accordance with the 
election herein by complainant as stated as stated in the master’s 
general report of May Sth, 1878, attached to case of H. Larquie, one 
of the defendant- herein. 


tent of lots 6,7, 8, & 9, in square No. 17, with improve- 
ments thereon, from 30th April, 1859, to 30 April, 
1878, say 19 years, @ $144 per year -.---~. ~--.---~.- 2,736 00 


Interest on Rents. 


Rent. Time. Rate Interest. 
144 00 18 years. o% 129 60 
DT90 144 00 Bn si 122 40 
8 ee a: 115 20 
144 00 ie ¥* 108 OO 
144 00 — ” 100 80 
144 00 . = re 93 60 
144 00 — “ S6 40 
144 OO 1] — 79 20 
144 00 — - 72 00 
144 00 .. on 64 SO 
144 OO aes 2 7 60 
144 00 ig Ms 50 40 


144 00 aa “2 435 20 


‘e 


Ta 
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144 00 ee : 36 00 
144 00  :* . 28 SU 
144 00 a. . 21 60 
144 00 es , 14 40 
144 00 . " 7 20 
144 0O 
PR ciiminaitin $2,756 00 I coiiccininniniton $1,151 20 
Ts icine cicitenen meme eateadaieinialaliidiaimiiiiaen $3,867 20 
State and City Taxes Paid, and Interest on Same. 
State. City. Total. Time. tute. Interest. 
60 25 LY years. a% D4 22 
68 65 _— “s oF 36 
o2 79 A ” 42 00 
08 16 6 * “ 28 50 
. 23 25 _ * 16 27 
47 25 -— ¥5 30 7] 
24 75 _ " 14 85 
22 50 _" ' 12 37 
42 55 ay r 21 27 
do 40 _-* ¥ 15 03 
o2 12 .: * " 12 84 
o4 OO es : 18 90 
21 75 . . 6 50 
30 OU Se * - 8 40 
14 75 _ ” 2 95 
39 5D : * " 5 90 
11 85 vs 118 
o791 23 50 _ . ee 
11 75 rE. . 
ARS NDE nes: $656 12° ii a $350 41 
eT sii al $1,006 53 
Interest on Improvements. 
Value of buildings on 4 lots in square No. 17, $700; inter- 
ont a6 © DOr CONE. EOP ID FORTS ccc cence ncenevocencenues Feee 
Value of filling, $100; interest (@ 5 per cent. for 18 years_. 90 00 
gE RIES EES eee eT IM ele eS PRE ee $755 00 
Recapitulation. 
UN By iis iis nse Atcsitnesninissbanl OI alee atin ie $3,867 20 
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Expenditures. 


Re i iceitesk scciniecnicnincucn arena ee $1,006 53 
Interest on improvements- ....------.----- 779 OO 
$1,761 55 
SRRTRDD GRO COMRIIIGI oon: onrsin wrest eaaniaeainieene 2,105 67 
From which deduct value of improve mae 700 00 
I ia santas shetrinicee snietsntiscints ie tiaeeiaieniaialilin sta auc ae ae 


Muster’s costs, 8200.00. 


- 


Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) : E. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 


ee ee ee - & 


Annexed to Foregoing Report. 


Improved, 


Mrs. Margaret Jardet, widow of J. B. Jacquot, written in jJudg- 
ment, J. B. Jacquet, purchased in—4 lots of ground, 6, 7, 8, & 
square 17. 

Myra CLARK GAINES 
v8. > No. 3665. ¢ 
P.H. Mousseaux et als. | 
Masters Orrice, 15 October, 1877. 

Mrs. Margeret Jardot, widow of J. B. Jacquot, having been noti- 
fied, appe red and stated that she would file her ae count, in accord- 
ance with order of court, on Friday, 19th inst., at 10 0 ‘clock. 

The case was then continued until that day and hour for hear- 
ing. | 
5792 17rn Ocr’r, ’77. 

W. HH. Wilder, Esq., solicitor for complainant, presented her 
claim for rent of the property while in the possession of the defend- 
ant. 

19rH Ocroser, 18 

This case, continued until to-day, was called, and at the request 

of the defendant was continued until Thursday, 25th October, 1877. ? 
25 OctroBeER, 1877. 

This case, continued until to-day, was called, and was continued 
by the master until 27th inst., at 10 a. m. 

27 OcTrosBeER, 1877. 

This case, continued until to-day, was called. 

Present: Madam Jacquot, the defendant, who was sworn, and filed 
her account, marked A. This property was purchased from John 
Pemberton, as per: act passed before A. Ducatel, N. P., on the 29th 
October, 1855—4 lots in square 17—lots Nos. 6, 1,8, AN 9: sale made 
for 8600. 
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I built a house, kitchen, stable, & 2 cisterns, & also a picket fence, 
453 feet, as charged by her in her account, immediately after her 
purchase at about the date stated. 

The house which I built is still on the place ; it was built by a 
German, whose name I cannot remember; it cost $500. The house 
is In good state of repair; it is a frame building, shingle roof, 2 large 
rooms and a gallery; the same builder constructed the kitchen ; ‘it 
cost $300, as charged by me; it is a good kitchen, with glass doors, 
made by me last year; cost $40,00, and other repairs | made at a cost 
of $25. There is a good room in it; the italien was removed 40 
ft., but is still on the same lot. 

The charge for shed, stable, & 2 cisterns, $200, is correet, and is 
the price it cost me. The stable is in good condition ; has a new 
shingle roof. The cisterns are rather old; the shed is in good con- 
dition—is well roofed. 

Prices at the time I made the improvements were very high ; 
would not cost so much to build to-day. 

All the buildings are good, save the usual wear & tear. The 
picket fence is old, but in good condition; it surrounds the whole 
praperty ; it cost, when built, 35 ¢. per foot, & the charge of $158 for 

the same is correct. All of the lots are filled, and I use them 
5793 for a vegetable garden; the charge of $100 for filling the lots 
is correct. 

The State, city, & drainage taxes, as charged in the account, were 
paid by me, and I hereby present the vouchers for the same. 

The building has been insured in the Merchants’ Insurance Co., 
& I hereby produce certificate of the payment of the insurance, dated 
Oct. 25th, 1877, signed G. W. Nott, sec’t’y, to the effect that from 
1861 to 1870 defendant paid the Co. $120, premium of insurance on 
her buildings. The other receipts, from 1870 to 1877, I now pro- 
duce. 

I lived on the place with my husband until his death in 1865, 
then I was away from the place for 9 years, & I now have been living 
there for the past 3 years. I had to come back because the tenants 
would not pay, & the property was dete-i-rated. 

The place was rented [to] 2 tenants, one occupying the kitchen 
& the other the house, & the lots were divided between them. | 
rented the kitchen during the 9 years at $8 per month, & I lost in 
rent during that time $84. This was during the 9 years of my 
absence. 

The house was rented during the 9 years for $9 permonth. I re- 
ceived the rents regularly for 8 years, & for 1 year I received no 
rent. It was the year proceeding my return that I was not paid. 

Before the death ‘a my husband we occupied the whole; nothing 
was rented. 

Since my return I occupy the kitchen, & I have use of part of the 
ground, not quite the half, & I cultivate it asa vegetable garden. 

The house «& stable is actually at the present time rented for $8 
per month. For 3 years the German who built the stable paid no 
rent during the term of his lease, 3 years, but paid $9 per month 
rent of the house & grounds. He sometimes uses the ground as a 
garden. | 
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I do not know that the kitchen could now rent for $5 per mo. 
Rents are poorly paid. If there were no fences or improvements 
the grounds could not be eso 

Defendant is now 70 years of age. The property is now insured 
for $600.00. 


J. W. Davis, sworn for complainant : 
I know the property of the defendant. I value the im- 
5794 provements, fences, &c., at $700 at the present time, and con- 
sider a fair average rent would be $12 per month. 

If there were no buildings or improvements I should consider that 
a rent of the ground w ould be 5 per cent. net on its value. 

These 4 lots are the only ones improved in that square. I ex- 
amined this property with Mr. E. A. Deslonde. 


28rH OcTroBEer, 1877. 
Mr. E. A. DesLonpbe, witness for complainant, being sworn, and 
having heard read the testimony of Mr. J. W. Davis, fully cor- 
roborates the same. | 


Statement of Outlay & Expenditures by J. B. Jacquot on his Property in 
Square Bounded by St. Philip, Main, Dupre, & White Streets. 


L858. 
Oct. 19. Paid for property $600.00, 4 cash, balance @ 6,12, and 18 months, notes bearing 8 per 
eent. interest from date to m: iturity. 
Paid cash, $150.00, 


8 por cout, tnt, Grom Gate bo Cat, BD, “77, BD Pees Recccccccccccccsececccnssnse-coccensesconnneennnenen $292 50 
1859. 
Ap'l 19. Paid one note, interest added........ Lonabesnsionoene $156 00 18'4 years, @ he 300 30 
1859. 
ot wa “ wR Sa 162 18 as valli 307 80 
1860 
a 6! a spe seer na 168 —_— = sla 315 00 
L858. 
Cot. Sh. * PRRSRRROOITS FOr CUTOUT ccccses teen 0 i) 19 ” = os 17 55 
1859. 
Oct. 22. “ 453 feet picket fence, at 35 ets. per ft., 
MAKING... 000. noiiidiaibidatitiaiiteatiie ites cae neieans 158 10 - ~~ 308 10 
Jan’y19. “ for ‘building eR Ne $550 
- kitchen ...... hindiaiieiasin 300 
“ ree & stable, 2 cisterns........... 200 
S 18 FORTS GRE BO GRORERS OR csccccccesccceccccses 1,050 ws "2 °* 2a 
1859. * State tax of 1859 sian | , 
eS ity I aa ‘M2 
a insurance See eee’ CHEE Ee CHESS eee eee 12 iM) 
Oe a I iia i ia 72 2 17 as dies 133 62 
1860. * State tax of 1860 icliiashsetliatiaitliaiadiaaaial $13 90 
“ ety a ee Neate a h4 75 
TF icici ncinniniiiniteiseiinieie danaaiiiinidl 12 00 
FS I HU a isi: ‘initninisaiaienigna andi iain een 83 65 16 6 saline 150 35 
1861. “ State tax of 1861 sineiiiseeiniiniiiesasieaiiniad $10 
- S ity - eeeeeeee eee ee eeee eeeeee 42 75 
a NN MNT EN 12 OO 
> FR GE. sects enero renasieonneniines eliiilaaannnaia 64 75 1 En ry viens 113 20 
1862. ae RRR re S10 
city ” - eee eee se eeeeeeeeeeeee 28 
5795 ee, CR NT NE mE I TTC 12 
TF I iii: seen . 50°00 14 = =e 85 00 
1863. “ State tax of ISOS ..sesersereeerseesceeees badd 
aa c ity eeeeeeeree eeeeeeee eee eee 17 25 
Fi iii tee 12 
Interest on CCCP (FPF FT eee eee eens ee eee 35 2h 13 aan aa “ 58 13 
ee I vacate $4,116 10 


I ie TP Fe eae 


—— 


, OO 
IOI OEE GOP. FIO FO eQeGE 


1864. 


1865. 


1866. 


1867. 


1869. 


1870. 


871. 


5Tu6 


1873. 


1874. 


1 875. 


1876. 


1877 


THE CITY OF 


NEW ORLEANS VS. 


MYRA CLARK 


GAINES. 


BOTS WD cenccccnccencccccececcsncess — 
EN Ee eee $F 
“ citv - - eeeene eeeee C888 @ oP eee eee — 7 a 
oP TEED" (pesnadiegeiins euabuene 12 ow 
Interest on ........ lalalaliii etniuieee eine 59 25 12 “ valine 
“* State tax of 1865... 5a ne S22 
“- eity pre a 2 28 
“ insurance TT Lciguiemstinneanmienpenes 12 oO 
I i ceninatin’ TN Oe 36 78 11 = ~ S 
> GAP CAE OE BOGS cccesccesccsn — $22 50 
iii ieniemtenens IZ OO 
I aii aerineeen beeen 4 M4 DO 10 oe eo 0 
“ State tax of 1867 i ltinraitiataia $20 U5 
= oy ag ee 22 AD 
“ insurance Te sig ceeeaieeeeaees — 
Ee a oN OR 54 55 9 - _— 
“ State tax of 1868 lit acacia mane. $10 70 
ll seemene on-o 
* insurance eg 12 
EE Te SAN Ee Ree 45 20 8 - alias 
ee ee ee 67 75 
“ ity oe a eee ee eeee ce eee eeeeeeeeeee 22 0 
“ park “ — mateneons 1 87 
“ insurance we 2 00 
I iia nitianes sia ieenieiiiaatiidiiaiaiai ‘ 44 12 7 - nes 
a . « ¢ =o S16 50 
* Metropolitan tax of 1870 pence coeces ll 25 
ee ee, veswees 6 25 
“ insurance wie 12 00 
Interest on SOCCER ORO eee eee . On (mH) 6 ¢e 66 “ 
aD Ge GE Be ccrctenvcceseces sii $21 75 
“ insurance ee a 12 00 
a ii ia tee 33 75 h o eo 
gp ES eee $33 50 
ae ee0e -ccccees secees 1 20 
Interest on eS SCE Fe eRORRE Hee HH HOHE EER eee eee 43 70 4 " rallies 
I 
Be Ti icmntie sensesconscesenenecencnen : 
pe OE OT $i4 75 
“ insurance we ee 1 ZO 
Interest om ........... siiidablieiaiais Sse evan eee aa 24 95 3 “ os Gs 
“ State tax of L874 . aisle $14 75 
= ££ ity vs Mn 24 80 
“ insurance oT. qutnseienmiines ean 8 i) 
EI SELES ke tO ORE 48 05 2 sas a6 
a i. | « eae awe S11 &5 
“ insurance ag 8 m0 
yal) 35 1 “ se «644 
Interest on. liitnien ican eiiiaaiicintitittaian 
* State tax of 1876, atid itn eatin Sil 
>. ae at tine stint iaa Il oo 
I i iestinineninnnts 4 
“ insurance se 8 
6 Te eeeeee cee eeeeeeeee eeeeeeeeeee 
“* city tax of 1877 ERLE SEE IRE linia Aina 
“ for filling lots at ‘divers time Beccccecccccenesccoespecces peneebneceeees snbensennsennescennsesonsscnsees 


FE. & 0, E. 
New Urleans, October 20th, 1877 


288c 


4593 


$4,116 10 


“4 77 


79 03 


85 SO 


52 42 


S1,.701 68 


$4,701 68 


66 10 
ll 75 
li) OO 


Sis 41 


se ng A ON 


4594 THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


Report of Master in Chancery as to prog J. A. Blechschmidt. Filed 
May 31st, 1875. Marked XXI C*, in No. 85825, offered by Com- 
plainant Aug. 18, ’S2. 


Circuit Court of the United States, Fifth Circuit and District of 


Louisiana. 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States 
for the fifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Blechschmidt, by an order of this honorable 
court of the 22nd day of June, 1877, hi auving examined the testi- 

mony on file, and from information obtained from the offices 
5797 of the register of conveyances and administrator of assess- 

ments of the city of New Orleans, and from information de- 
rived from witnesses cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has 
the honor to report as follows : 

That under the order of court above referred to he was required 
to take an account of the yearly rents and profits or value for use 
accrued or accruing from the property in said order deseribed since the 
same came into the possession of the defendant, the property being— 

One lot of ground in square No. 336, bounded by Toulouse, Broad, 
ec ‘let walk, and Dorgenois streets, and design: ited as lot No. 

, measuring 31 feet front on Carondelet walk by a depth of 79 feet 
meme to Toulouse street. ‘This property was acquired by the de- 
fendant by purchase from Julie Faire, as per act passed before A. 
Drytus, notary public, on the 14th March, 1859, reeorded in convey- 
ance office, book 78, folio 561. 

From the evidence in this case I have allowed interest on $300, 
the value of the improvements on this property, fronting on Tou- 
louse street, at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum from 1862, when 
they were built, amounting to $240; also on the improvements, 
valued at S900, fronting on Carondelet walk, amounting to $270. 

Rent is allowed complainant on the improvements fronting on 
Toulouse street at the rate of 860 per year, with interest at 5 per 
cent. per annum, making rent $960; interest, $560; total, $1,520. 

Rent is allowed complainant on the improvements fronting on 
Carondelet walk at the rate of 896 per year, arith interest at O per 
cent. per annum, making rent $576: interest, $72: total, S648. 

Interest at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum is ‘allowed on $150, 
the cost of filling the lots in 1862, & amounts to $120.00. 

Taxes, both State and city, that have been paid by the defendant 
are allowed, with 5 per cent. interest. Sharing taxes paid, $206.05; 
interest, $71.55; total, $277.40. 

In this case the complainant has elected to be charged in dedue- 
tion of the rents and revenues due her, with the enhanced value 
alone which the improvements in buildings erected by the defend- 
ant may have given to her property, oc cupied by this defendant, 
and which will be reported on hereafter by the master. 
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Rent of lot 5, in square No. 56, with improve- 


5798 ments thereon, fronting on Toulouse street, from 
the 30th April, 1862, to 50th April, 1878, 16 : 
yeasts, @ Ger B06 FOR veiw cnn ewe cownmiiinsmnimdinn 960 O00 
Interest on Rents. 

Rent. Time. tate. Interest, 

60 00 15 years. 5% 45 00 

60 OO —- ” 42 00 

60 00 3“ . 39 00 

60 00 a . 36 00 

60 OO oo ” Bo OO 

60 OO —_ * " oO OO 

60 OO > * “ 27 00 

GO OO 5 * . 24 00 

60 OO i " 21 00 

60 OO _ * wy 1S OO 

60 OO _ . 15 00 

60 00 ..* . 12 OU 

60 OO a - 9 OO 

60 OO ie as 6 OO 

60 00 ee . 3 00 

60 OO 

tent .--. $960 OO ES et ace 360 O00 
i ettuunttitwenaives eRe ea gh Ohare $1,520 00 


Rent of lot 5. in square No. 56, with improvements 
thereon, fronting Carondelet walk, from the 30th 
April, 1872, to 30th April, 1878, say, 6 years, (@ $96 
aiken ipradeien dione nnnemaniiiliemen ann “aew 


Interest on Rents. 


Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 

1 OO hy years. 4 94 OO 

% OO = * " 190 YO 

9% OO s * ss 14 40 

96 OO 7 ? ™ 9 60 

965 OO ee. ws 4 SO 

% OO 

Rent -_... $576 00 REL SESE AIR AG 72 OO 
5 IDES cal Ae ee RR Ce Mh, aE 648 OO 

State and City Taxes Paid and Interest on Same. 
SE CT I ii iicihictitticicses wrocirnes wisnnpiigiiniiatiana iia $206 05 
SSN ELE ELT A TEE CRIES EEE ALE 71 35 
| . sinupitaaeiiniias wie 277 40 
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5799 Interest on Improvements. 
Value of improvements on Toulouse street $300; interest 
@ O@ for 16 years... 2. 2.020 0 ccc nccdewcnn tees $240 00 
Value of improvements on Carondelet watk, $900 ; inter- 
ost @ 5% for MX. ORIG... no. ccc ncennensnnne 270 OO 
Value of filling, $150; interest (@ 5 per cent. for 16 years.. 120 00 
TEE | ixtenticin-iiinntinancieiinas sidisinaetnaaamealidaneediisie $630 OO 


Re capitulation. 


eee ete Sealine scentesieas nie inna ts Ee 
es kainate 648 OO 
p 0) RRNA Rage ens eet nimeaseerace ey Meme otre Cintra tte i ee ae $1,968 00 
Expenditures. 
I I IE ook site reer cceiatictics cde - wee oe 
Interest on improvements... ............. is 30 00 
907 40 
Balances Gne: COMBMN ncn cee ddnkntainn $1.060 60 


Master’s costs, $200.00. 


Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) 


een 
— 


» SABOURIN, 


Master in Chancery. 
Annexed to Foregoing Report. 


J. A. Blacksmith purchased from Jules Fairve, 14th M’eh, 1859, 
lot No. 5, in square 336. 
A. DREYFUS, N. P. 
10th Oct’r, 1877. 
Myra CLrark GAtNes vs. P. TH. Monsseaux e als. 


Widow J. H. Blacksmith, having been notified, appeared and 
stated that she would file her account in accordance with order of 
court on Wednesday, loth inst. This ease was then continued 
until Monday, 15th inst., at 10 o’clock a. m., for hearing. 

15tn Ocroper, 1877. 

Widow J. A. Biacksmiru, the true spelling of whose name is 
Blechschmidt, appeared & was sworn in herown behalf: This prop- 
erty was purchased by defendant from Jules Fairve on the 14th 
March, 1859, as per act passed before A Dreyfus, notary public, 
filed account marked A. 

The charge for the filling of the lot, $200, is correct. It was done 

by the defendant & her husband, & is an estimate of what the 
5800 cost was. There was a ditch on one-halfof the lot. It had to be 
filled 4 feet; the average filling of the lot would be 3 feet. 

We built a 1-story frame house in 1862. It cost $500; it con- 


«6 i 
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tains 2 rooms « 1 chimney; it is insured for $550. The cistern & 
gutters cost $53; the foundation of the cistern is in the cost. 

I live in the house. The man that built the house is now dead. 
The material was bought separately, & the estimate, after counting 
up all the amounts, would be $500. It fronts on Toulouse street. I 
lived in the house since it was built, excepting 2 years, from 1572 to 
1874. I lived in a house fronting on Carondelet walk. 

I built a house in 1872 on the same lot, fronting on Carondelet 
walk, which cost $1,200, as charged in my account. I produce con- 
tract with builder. I paid $600 cash; 2nd year, $500 & interest, 
& 3rd year, $300 & interest. 

The house is insured for $1,000, that being its valuation by the 
insurance co. I lived in that house from S72 to IST4, since which 
time I have rented it. I rented it out for 8S or 9; it is now rented 
at $8 per month; the rents were badly paid, & up to a few day- 
ago it was vacant for 4 months. ‘This house is in good condition. 

The house on Toulouse street is in poor condition ; | do not think 
it is now worth over $100; the roof leaks; I rented it for 2 years, 
72 to 74, at $5 per month, but could not collect the rent. Collected 
during that time about 850. When it was built it was worth 85 per 
month, & since then never worth more. 

Ihave charged State & city.taxes from 1859 to 1876, all of which 
are paid as charged in the account, and the receipts are produced, 1 
or two only are missing. 

J. A. Blacksmith, late husband of witness, died in October, 1874, 


J. A. Bhacksmitu, son of defendant, sworn: 


Am 25 years of age. I remember the filling of the lot-; they 
were filled by my parents. The dirt was taken from the cleaning 
out of the old canal; it is well filled, being one foot above the ban- 
quette. During the overflow in ‘77 the centre of the lot was out of 
water. The man who built the house, Mr. F. Frunson, is now dead. 

I know about the payment of the last taxes, as | paid them 
5801 myself. The t tax of ‘75, ‘76, & ‘77 are not paid except the 
city tax of ‘76; iahions tax Is paid. 

The contract for building is dated Feb’y 15th, 1872, build- 
ing to cost $1,200, 8600 cash and $600 in a note payable 1 year 
after building is delivered. Of the cash, $500 is to be paid when 
the building is sta-ted, & the other $300 when the building is de- 
livered in good order. The contract was made with Fr. Schreiffer. 
Continued until 16th Oct. 

Ocr’r 16th, 1877 


Complainant, through her solicitor-, Messrs. W. IL. Wilder & W. 
R. Mills, tiled her answer to the demand of the defendant for im- 
provements marked B. Case continued until the 17th Oct’r at 10 
a.m. 

17th Ocroper, 1877. 

This case continued until to-day was called. The complainant, 
represented by W. H. Wilder, Esq., presented her account for rents 
of property per year during the possession by defen-ant. 
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J. W. Davis, sworn for complainant: 


The description of the property, as made by defendant, is correct. 
I estimate the rental value of both the buildings at $13 per month. 
The one on Toulouse street at $5 per month & the one on Caron- 
delet walk at $8.00 per month. 

Witness does not know about the value of the fillings. Looking 
upon the improvements as a whole, | would value them at $1,100; 
this includes fencing, cistern, & buildings. 

The building on Toulouse street is in poor condition ; it is old. 

The building on Carondelet walk is in excellent condition. 

E. A. DesLtonpr, sworn for the complainant: 

Knows the property of defendant; it corresponds with the de- 
scription given by the defendant. 

With regard to the filling, the lot would cover 306 yards; at 40c. 
per yard would be $126 for filling—would be a full amount if the dirt 
was to be hauled any distance; $100 would be a full charge, as the 
defendant got the dirt from in front of the lot. 

There are 2 buildings on the lot, 1 fronting on Toulouse street 
& the other on Carondelet walk. I value the two buildings at 
$1,100 or 1,200; $900 for the Carondelet walk one, & $300 for the 
one on Toulouse street. I estimate the rental value for the 1 on 

Carondelet walk at $8 per month, & the one on Toulouse 
5802 street at $5.00 per month. 

The building on Carondelet walk appears to be in good 
condition, & the one on Toulouse street looks as if it needed paint- 
ing & fitting up; it is shingle-roofed; the timbers appear to be 
sound. 

The case was then closed. 


(Signed) T. H. HIGINBOTHAM, Clerk. 
| New OrveEAns, October 13th, 1877. 


List of Amount of Cost on Improvements & Taxes Paid by Me on this 
Property. Situated on Carondelet Walk, between Dolhonde & Broad 


Streets, in this City, Square 336, Bounded by Dolhonde, Toulouse, 
Broad, & Carondelet Walk. 
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Fs? = UNI iniececsedhincesiicasehenesaviau wena stabiuaaiindde diabdbeniiabaiad 200 00 
“ “ one-story frame house in vear 1862_---_-..-.... 500 00 
“ © one-story frame house in the year 1872__------ 1,200 00 
> ER ee DIR nn nes eisai atineladiaiia 53 00 
Se CRS FOE CRO FOOT 20UG a ons on cnc nine neumnin 4 50 
” " CN i: «=O em sists timate 4 50 
me yO 7 50 
és és sé ‘ és 186? EE OE EEE LEY REE BT 5 OO 
pe ie aie eet gh RRND PONCE na HL La 5 00 
‘é se “ e “ 186 ae et A I ee ose ONT REE S 7 50 
sc “ce a “e ‘é 1865 a ROOT SN erate 7 50 
Od a 7 50 
rT sé "66 ‘“ ‘“ 1867 esse sii ata a 3 7 50 
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sé éé ee 74 sé 1868S al 7 50 
6 6s “ i EMD ER RECS Re S28 ae Skin, DALE te 7 30 
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$2476 35 


—_—- 


Respectfully yours, ie 
(Signed) MARIA SLACHSMIDT. 


5803 Answer of Complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, to the demand made 
by Widow J. A. Blechschmidt, Defendant, for Improvements. 


Complainant denies defendant’s alleged right to claim for im- 
provements. She denies that defendant built and made the im- 
provements claimed, and she further denies that the materials and 
workmanship amount to the sum claimed. 

With these denials, complainant refuses to take said alleged im- 
provements at said price. 

(Signed) WM. H. WILDER & W. REED MILLS, 
Solicitors for Complainant. 
New Orleans, 16th Oct., 1877. 


Sad heel 


Pe ee ee ee 
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Report of Master in Chancery as ‘to Joseph Dangel. Filed May 31st, 
1878. Marked XXI C?, in No. 8825, offered by Complainant Aug’t 
15, *S0. 


Circuit Court of the United States, Fifth Cireuit and District of 
Louisiana. 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States 
for the fifth circuit and district of Louisiana : 

The undersigned master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Dangel by an order of this honorable court 
of the 22nd day of June, 1877 7, having examined the testimony on 
file, and from information obtained from the ofticés of the reg ster 
of conveyances and administrator of assessments of the City of New 
Orleans, and from information derived from witnesses cognizant of 
the facts connected therewith, has the honor to report as follows : 

That under the order of court above referred to he was required 
to take an account of the yearly rents and profits or value for’ use 
accrued and accruing from the property in said order described since 
the ‘same came into the possession of the defendant, the property 
eis 

Ist. Two lots of ground in square 336, bounded by Carondelet 
walk, Broad, Toulouse, and Dorgenois streets, and designated as lots 
3 4, measuring 62 feet on Carondelet walk by depth of 79 feet 
through to Toulouse St. This property was acquired by the de- 

fendant by purchase from J. P. Cuvillier as per act passed 
5804 before A. Dreyfus, notary public, on the 20th July, 1851, and 
recorded in convevance office, book 57, fulio 98. 

2nd. One lot of ground in square No. 337, bounded by Broad, St. 
Peter, Dorgenois, & Toulouse streets, measuring 30 feet front on 
Toulouse street by 115 feet deep. 

This property was acquired by the defendant by purchase from 
J. Fairve as per act passed before A. Dreyfus, notary public, on the 
14th Mareh, 1859, and recorded in conveyance oftice, book 78, folio 
561. | 

From the evidence in this case I have allowed interest on $250, 
the value of the improvements on lot No. 31, in square No. 55, at the 
rate of 5 per cent. _ annum from 1851, the year when they were 
built, amounting to $337.50. 

Rent is allowed complainant at the rate of $60.00 per year, with 
interest at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum—rent, $1,620; interest, 
$1,053; total, $2,673. 

I have allowed interest on $800, the value of the improvements on 
the lots Nos. 3 & 4 of square No. 56, fronting on Carondelet walk, at 
the rate of 5 per cent. per annum from 1867, amounting to $440.00. 

Rent is allowed complainant at the rate of $120.00 per year, with 
ong at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum—rent, $1,520; interest, 

$550; total, $1,650. 

I y ave allow ed interest on $300, the value of the improvements on 
the lots Nos. 3 & 4 of square No. 56, fronting on Toulouse street, at 
the rate of 5 per cent. per annum from 187 i amounting to $105. 


~~ ee — 
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Rent is allowed complainant at the rate of $60 per year, with in- 
terest at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum—rent, $420; interest, $63; 
total, $483. 

Interest at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum is allowed on the cost 
of filling each lot, say, $125.00. 

Taxes, both State and city, that have been paid by the defendant 
are allowed, with 5 per cent. interest—taxes, $679.86; interest, $313.15; 
total, $993. 

In this case the evidence shows that the value of the improvements 
in buildings, &e., ereeted by the defendant which he is entitled to 
claim under judgment of the 26 March, 1878, ampounts io the sum of 
$1,550, which being deducted from $2,624.25, amount of rents found 

against the defendant, leaves due in favor of complainant a 
5805 balance of $1,274.25. This deduction is made in accordance 
with the election herein by complainant as stated in the mas- 
ter’s general report of May Sth, 1875, attached to case of IH. Larquie, 
one of the defendants herein. 
Rent of lot No. 32 in square 55, with improvements 
thereon, from 30th April, 1851, to the 30th April, 
1878, say 27 years, @ $60 per year -...--.. ~..-.- . $1,620 00 


Interest on Rents. 


Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
60 OO 26 vears. a% 78 OO 
60 OO . “4 79 OO 
60 OO — a 72 00 
60 OO — = - 69 OO 
60 00 — ot 66 OO 
60 00 — - 63 00 
60 OO — ™ “ 60 OO 
60 OO 19 “ 06 57 00 
60 OO ~~ * 6 b4 00 
60 00 = « 51 OV 
60 OO _— * ws 48 00 
60 OO — * na 45 OO 
60 OO -— © “ 4? OO 
60 OO | le . 39 OO 
60 OO _* 7 36 OO 
60 OO ee ” oo OO 
60 OO 10 * 30 00 
60 OO 9 * 7 27 OO 
60 OO i ” 24 OO 
60 OO i ag 21 OO 
60 OO S * . 1S 00 
60 OO ? ” 15 00 
60 00 ..* . 12 00. 
60 OO _ “ 9 OO 
60 OO , “ 6 OO 


4602 THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS V8. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


60 00 
60 OO 


Rent--~ $1,620 00 


] ‘“ “ 3 


00 


Rent of lots 3 & 4, square 56, with improvements, front- 
ing on Carondelet walk, from 30th April, 1867, to | 
0806 30th April, 1878, say 11 years, @ $120 per year_ $1,320 00 


tent. 


120 
120 
120 
120 
120 
120 
120 
120 
120 
120 
120 


00 
00 
OO, 
00 
00) 
O00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 


Rent. -_ $1,320 


OO 


Interest on Rents. 


Time. Rate. Interest. 

10 years. 2% 60 00 
» * “ 5+ OO 
oo " 48 00 
PB ” 42 OO 
. = - 36 OO 
> * ” 30 OO 
4 ‘< ‘< 24 (1) 
. = - 18 0O 
2 ‘eé ‘ec 1? OO 
1 rT; ot 6 OO 

ER 


$1,053 00 


$2,673 00 


$550 00 


sacs initasiisah teisidstcir sae ui tone cei clea oe . 


Rent of lots 3 & 4, square 56, with improvements, front- 
ing on Toulouse street, from 30th April, 1871, to 30th 


April, 1878, say 7 years, @ $60.00 per year 


tent. 


60 
OO 
O60 
60 
OO 
60 
60 


OO 
(1) 
OO 
OO 
OO 
OU 
OV 


Rent.--. $420 


OO 


Interest on Rents. 


Time, Rate. Interest. 

6 years. o% 18 00 
So o 15 00 
. - 12 OO 
5. OO 
, Tl ee G OO 
ato , 3 OO 
SIE aiciiiicis idaho 


$1,650 00 


$420 00 


$63 00 


i ak 


$483 00 


_- ~~ 
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State and City Taxes Paid and Interest on Same. 


State. City. Total. Time. Rate. Interest. 
ea 26 years. 5% 9 36 
a _— . 9 OO 
717 _— - 8 64 
717 _— % 8 28 
717 mo re 7 92 
717 i 7 7 56 
e he me " 7 20 
717 ees . 6 84 
0807 10 20 a * ies ) 20 
19 20 le z 16 20 
19 20 _— ' Oo 36 
14 20 oo - 10 50 
14 20 | he % 9 D4 
20 70 _ 7 15 45 
21 60 =" . 12 96 
20 75 ieee . 11 40 
O06 45 _ ‘ 18 22 
73 40 > * . 32 00 
23 50 e. « 9 40 
62 50 iy. " 22 37 
S7 35 es Ms 26 20 
99 25 os “ 25 00 
od OO ee " 6 60 
O7 OO _— 2» 8S 50 
10 00 . 2 1 00 
Total taxes....--- $679 86 
OE ee sieentinagial ssnneieensisibininiiahan 313 15 
a ca ee omen nei $993 00 
Interest on Improvements. 
Value of buildings on lot No. 31, square 55, $250.00, 
Interest @ 5 per cent. for 27 vears__--.....-.-------- $337 50 
Value of filling, $125.00. 
Interest @ 5 per cent. for 27 years.-..--.---.-------- 168 75 
Value of buildings, &c., on lots 3 & 4 of square 56, 
fronting on Carondelet w: alk, $500.00. 
Interest @ 5 per cent. for 11 PONS... .nciasnesetinininaniana 440 00 
Value of buildings, &c., on lots 3 & 4 of square 56, 
fronting on Toulouse street, $300.00. 
Interest @ 5 per cent. for 7 years ---...-------.-~.~-- 105 00 
Value of filling, $250.00. 
Interest @ 5 per cent. for 11 years_..---...--....---- 137 50 
Total interest on improvements ~.-..---------- $1,188 75 
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Re capitulation. 


Rent & interest on improvements, square 05_ $2,675 00 
Rent & interest on improvements, square o6_ 1,6: 50 (1) 
Rent & interest on Improvements, square 56. 485 O00 
$4,806 00 
DSOS Lirpe nditures. 
City & St ite tax ON Pee S993 OO 
Interest on Improvements TEAC aH MONT, ' 1,188 7d 
2.181 75 
maeees Gus comment... . «0.06 .c0+ denne pence 2 624 25 
From which deduct value of improvements-—--~---- im aoe 
NI i sisaldialisic sic eisiastncianee Sanita ainda das acammiciasis 25 ae 


Master’s costs, S250. 


Respectfully submitted 
. (Signed) kK. SABOUR 


Master in Chancery. 


Annexed to Foregoing Report. 


Joseph Daniel, Danzel, or Dangell, or Dangel, purchased from 
P. Cavailler 29th July, ’51, lot in square 337; purchased 14 March, 
1859, from Jules Fairve lots 5 & 4 in square 536. 


Myra CLARK GAINEs vs. P. H. Monssreaux ef als. 


107TH Ocroner, 1877. 
Joseph Dangel, named in judgment Joseph Danzel, & commonly 
called Jos. Daniel, appeared, and stated that-he will file his account, 
in accordance to instructions of court, on Monday, 15th inst. This 
‘ase was continued until Monday, 15th inst., at 10 o'clock, for 
hearing. 
3 15tn Ocroser, 1877. 
Mr. J. Lamonnier appeared as attorney for defendant, and pre- 
sented an account of taxes, improvements, €e., paid by defendant 
on the property. Said accounts is marked H, which was filed. 


JOSEPH Dancer, defendant, sworn : 

[ purchased the property in square bounded by Broad, Dorge- 

nois, Toulouse, & St. Peter streets from J. P. Cavillier on the 29th 

day of July, 1851. This property still belongs to me, & from that 

time I have paid all the State & city taxes up to the year 1874, in- 

clusive; cannot recollect the amount of the:taxes, as I have not all 
the tax receipts; those I have I now produce. 

The State tax from 1851 to 1873, inclusive, amounting to $271.98, 

I beheve the amount I paid, but cannot tell. I derive this 

(9509 amount from comparison with the taxes paid on similar 

property by those in my neighborhood. The State taxes for 

the Ist years, from "51 to about ’59, I base upon the amount paid 


, 
} 
’ 
{ 
| 


a 
SS 


THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 4605 


for the tax of 1857, as per certificate of redemption of 29 June, ’5!, 
which states that the State tax of 1857 was $1.17, & since 1859 by 
comparison with asses-ments of other property In same square. 

City tax, amounting to $412.75, I believe to be correct; the amount 
as set forth covers the property in square 337, & covers also another 
property to be hereafter described in square 336, 

I have some receipts for the city tax which I now produce. The 
amount of city taxes from ’51 to 59, inclusive, on square 537, I base 
upon other properties in the same neighborhood, which were as- 
sessed — $200, when mine, in square 357, was assessed at $400 ; those 
assessed at $200 paid $3.75, hence my influence. The balance of the 
city taxes paid on both properties in squares 336 & 537, 1 base my 
amounts on receipts & comparison with other properties in the same 
squares, 

The defendant will produce certificates of payment of taxes since 
1860. 3 

With reference to improvements on lot in square 337 : 

The filling of the lot is fully worth $500. I commenced filling in 
the year 1851, the time I purchased. I have no idea the number 
of loads; I hauled part myself and employed others to assist me; it 
has been filled up two feet. I put up fences the same year (1551) at 
acost of $130; it cost 35e. a foot ; | paid that amount for it & I have 
always kept it in order; the fenceis now in good order; } is now 
new. 

I put up in 1876 part of the same fence that was blown down, 
which I charge in my account 55ce. per foot, say, $40; this part was 
all new, to reimplace the former fence, which had completely de- 
cayed, 

I filled my lot from the dirt taken out of the Orleans canal when 
it was cleaned out. 

In 1851 I built a H6use & shed at a cost of about $500. The 
house is there yet, but in such bad order that no one can live in it; 
it is worth nothing to rent; the material is worth but little, wood 
all rotten; it has been in this bad condition for the last 3 or 4 years. 
I have no receipts for the building. 

I bought the material & hired the labor; I could not tell what 

all the material cost; [ paid the carpenter $75.00. 
5810 The cistern cost about $55 or S840; it is there yet, but of lit- 
tle or no account. 

I put curbstone in front of the property at a cost of $15; there is 
no brick banquette ; I have not got the receipt for the curbing. 

I lived in the house from 1851 to 1867. I consider the house 
worth about $5.00 per month ; used the lot to raise what was needed 
for the house. 

From 1867 I rented the house whenever I could, & I consider 
that during the time it was occupied & unoccupied it was worth $20 
per year. I rented it at $5.00 per month whenever I could; it is 
now unoccupied ; it was never worth more than $5 per month. 

With reference tothe property in square No. 336: 

I purchased it on the 14th March, 1859. I paid for filling these 
2 lots $500.00 ; there was a large hole in one of the lots caused by ¢ 
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canal, & it took more to fill it up in consequence; I filled these lots 
from the Bayou St. John when it was cleaned out. I hauled part of 
the dirt myself & hired others to assist me; this is an estimate I 
make, as I do not know the exact amount paid out; nothing was 
paid for the dirt. 

The picket fence I put up was in part with Mr. Blacksmith, my 
neighbor; it cost 35c. per feot ; it cost $100. My charge is for only 
4 the fence ; I bought or made the pickets myself & hired the labor. 
Sometimes pickets are worth $10 or 11; they were worth that in 
1859. 

I do not recollect how long I was in building the fence. The 2 
orange, $4, & 1 fig trees, 2 peach trees & 8 orange trees in 1874 
were all planted by me. : 

The two orange trees cost $4 apiece; the fig trees, | think, cost 
nothing; the peach trees I planted in 1870; they are worth $4 
apiece; the 8 orange trees planted in 1874 are worth $4 apiece when 
I planted them; I paid $4 apiece for them; I do not know what 
they are worth now; suppose 7 or $8; all the trees are there now. 

I luilt the large house in 1867 ; it cost me—I paid $345 to brick- 
layer & carpenter, & I bought all the material myself; the whole 
cost was $1,500, if not more; the sum comprises material and labor. 

This house is in good order; I still live in it; it fronts on 
5811 Carondelet walk; !t is now in as good repair as when built. 
I built only on L lot, but use the two lots, 1 of these for a yard. 

The cisterns were built in 15867 for the use of the large house; 
they cost me, one $50 & one $45. The cisterns are still in good 
order. I have no receipt for their cost. : 

I built a house on same lots fronting on Toulouse [street] in 1871; 
it cost about $500. [I bought the material myself and hired the 
labor. I employed Chris. Sillinger & paid him $35 per day. I do 
not know what the material cost. I made an’tstimate of it. I built 
a cistern in the same year; it cost $45. I have no receipt. It was 
built by Chris. Sillinger. 

The house and cistern is in good condition. I am occupying the 
small house as a kitchen. I rented it out for a couple of months. 
Had bad tenants, & have since used it myself. When I rented it I 
charged $5 per month. Sometimes I could collect, sometimes not. 
I have used it as a kitchen for the past 2 vears; before using it as a 
kitchen [I rented it out whenever I could, from 1871 to 2 years ago. 

The large house fronting on Carondelet walk is worth $8 per 
month, & the little house would be worth $4 & $5 per month. The 
whole place is only worth $8 per month as I now oceupy it. 


Perer DANGEL, son of defendant, testified in behalf of defendant: 

Am 33 vears old. I helped to fill up the property on Carondelet 
walk & think it cost the amount charged, & if the filling had been 
given by contract it would have cost $600. 

I corroberate the entire testimony as given by my father on the 
property on Carondelet walk. By a close guess & as far as he can 
recollect the large house cost $1,300 & the small house cost $500. 
Can’t say exactly what it cost, but think the charge correct. 

Case continued until 3 o’clock to-day, 
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Mr. Jos. Dancen, defendant, recalled: 


The mortgage in the mortgage certificate, the amount of note for 
purchase of property was paid, & I hold the note in my possession, 
but the mortgage was never cancelled. The taxes, both State & 
city, up — & including 18738 have all been paid, the mortgage cer- 

tificate to the contrary notwithstanding. 
5812 The mortgage certificate is introduced as evidence. It is 
of date 13 Oct’r, 1877, and marked B. 


Lovis Bravirr, sworn for defendant: 


I have known the defendant for 20 or 25 years. I know that he 
is owner of several pieces of property in the back part of the city. 
He owns a piece in square No. 337. I am 34 years of age. I 
know nothing about the taxes. I know that he owns two house- in 
square 336. I know nothing of the filling of lot in square 337. In 
1859 the cost of filling lots was $300. Mr. Dangel’s lots—there was 
a regular canal thro’ it, & it required more filling in consequence ; 
it is filled 2 feet high. It would take about 4 or 500 loads to fill a 
lot; the loads costs from 50c. to 75c., according to where the dirt 
was procured. I did not do any filling for Mr. Dangel, but filled 
lots for others. The filling came from the old canal, from cleaning 
it out. I think that the amount Of $250, for filling lot in square 337, 
a moderate charge. The building on that square was built before 
I moved in the neighborhood. 

I know the place now. I do not know what the value of the im- 
provements are. ' 

I know the houses of defendant on square 356. I consider the 
charge of $500 for the two lots in this square a moderate charge. | 
know that Mr. Dangel put up a picket fence, but do not know its 
costs. I know that a large double tenement house was built on the 
lots by defendant & is now being used as a double tenement house, 
& is rented by his daughter. I know nothing about garden. 

There isa little house fronting on Toulouse street. I do not know 
its value. 

I have known the’ property in sqr. 337 for 20 or 25 years. I can- 
not make estimates of the rental or value for use. 

I have no idea of the estimate of rents for the 2nd propert — 
would consider 6 or $7 a month a fair rent. I live in the neighbor- 
hood. 2 

Defendant says that one side of the house on Carondelet walk is 
occupied by his married daughter, but he has never collected any 
rent. Ido not think it is worth over $5 per side. : 

Case continued until 5 o’clock, Wednesday, 17th October, at 3 
o'clock p.m. 

l6ru Ocroner, ’77. 

The complainant, through her solicitors, Messrs. W. H. Wilder 

& W. R. Mills, filed her answer to the defendant’s demand 
5813 for improvements, marked Document C. 
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17 Oct’rR, ’77. 
This case, continued to this day, was called. 
Mr. CHas. SCHLINGER, sworn for the defence: 
b | 


I live corner of Roman & St. Ann streets. I am acquainted with 
the defendant in this case. I am a carpenter by trade. 

I know both the properties of the defendant. Ido not know when 
he purchased them. I know the property in square 357. I know 
the improvements thereon. I know nothing about the the taxes; I 
know nothing about the filling of the lot. 

I have seen the fences; it is a picket fence, and at, the time they 
were built they were worth 35c.a foot; do not know the present 
value. | 

Tam 54 years old. I cannot say about the property previous 
to 1860; in that year the picket fence- were worth 55c. a foot. I 
know nothing about the fence put up in 1876. 

I know nothing about the house in square 537; don’t know what 
it cost ; it is worth very little now—not more than 250 or $300. The 
cistern to that house was worth when new $40; do not know its 
present value; it is in bad condition; no nothing about the ban- 
quette. 

I know the new house on square 336; no nothing about the fill- 
ing; the fences were there when I first knew the property ; about 


that time the fences were worth 35c. per foot; cannot tell their pres- - 


ent value; part of it is very good; most is a- good as new, because 
it is kept in repair. 

I seen some trees in the yard; there is 1 fig tree; the balance I 
do not know, nor do I know their value. 

[I know the house on Carondelet walk; I did not build it; I do 
not know exactly what it cost; it must have cost $1,500 when built. 
I put one cistern there in 1869, at a cost of $50; the value of the 
other cistern to the big house is $45; I put it up in 1871 or 1872. 

I built the small house in square 536, fronting on Toulouse St. ; 
I built the cistern; it cost $45 and,the house cost $500. I built the 
house by day’s work, at $35.00 per day. I do not know the number 
of days I worked. By counting up the value of the lumber & labor 
I arrived at $500 as the value, and by seeing the various bills, re- 

ceipts, &e., 1 made up the costs at the time the house was 
5814 built; this includes brick-laying, papering, &c. I do not 

know the cost of the material; it is an estimate made from 
memory. 

I made a mistake; I did not build the Ist cistern to the house on 
Carondelet walk, but it was worth $50; the cisterns are in good con- 
dition. 

I think the house on square No. 537 was worth $8.00 per month; 
from the year 1560 to 1870 it was rented at $8.00 per month. 

The house on Carondelet walk was never rented; the defendant 
live- there himself; it is a double tenement house; it is worth $15 
or 16 per month by low calculation ; it is worth that for the whole 
house. 3 


eee ee Oe 


——— 
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The other house in square 336 is worth $10 or 12 per month rent ; 
it is worth $10 for a single family now per month. I am well ac- 
quainted with all that property, as [ was living about there since 
1855. 
I have became acquainted with the people about there since 1860, 
but I did not know what special property belonged to defendant. 


J. W. Davis, sworn for complainant: 


I have examined the property in square 357; it is a one-story 
house, 2 or 3 rooms, clapboard roof. I estimate the present value of 
all the improvements on the lot, filling, &e., at $250. I estimate 
the rental value at $5 per month; the house is very much out of 
repair. 

I have also examined the property in square 356; the improve- 
ments are on lots 3 & 4, the principal part on lot No. 4, & consist of 
a double frame cottage, shingle roof, on Carondelet walk ; also a one- 
story frame, with 2 rooms & cabinet, shingle roof, on Toulouse street, 
the shed being on lot No. 3. 

I value the improvements on Carondelet walk at $800; those on 
Toulouse street, $500; the rental value of the whole property, $15 
per month. The house on Carondelet walk at $10 per month, and 
the other at $5. I would consider this a fair average rent. 


By Mr. LAMANIER: 


The estimate I made as to the value of improvements in square 
337, as it stands there to-day, and the same with reference to the 
improvements on square 536. I consider it worth $1,100, including 
fences, trees, buildings, &c.; this is the improvements on the surface, 

and does not include the filling, if any was made. 
5815 i derive my estimate of rent from my general knowledge 
of the business & from information received from parties liv- 
ing in that neighborhood. My occupation is a real estate broker. 
I have been in that business about 9 years. 

[ cannot say exactly how long I have been acquainted with that 
neighborhood, but have had a great deal of work to do there during 
the past 4 years. | 

Mr. Deslonde examined this property with me. 

Mr. H. Wilder, solicitor for complainant, present- her account for 
rent of the property during the possession of defendant. 

Mr. E. A. Deslonde, sworn for complainant, having heard the tes- 
timony of Mr. Davis read, fully corroberates the same, having ex- 
amined the properties with Mr. Davis. 

The case was then closed. 


(Signed) T. H. HIGINBOTHAM, Clerk. 
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Statement of City Taxes paid by Joseph Dangel; Defendant, from 1860 to 
1873, inclusive, as appears by Asses-ment Rolls and Books at City Hall 
on Squares 200 and 337. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 


Us. ~ No. 3663, 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. 
In 1860, paid eines sans didi diaiesiidieistalaiamiis S15 00 
al 15 OO 
i -10 00 
gi EES ee eee 10 OO. 
“ 1666. not paid ae le S15 OO 
se 1865, git ee a el ae 15 OO 
. iieetd......... abana ilitacubiianunciaien 15 00 
il eas tale 15 OO 
| anne 28 50 
bee | a 45 12 
cg to Sane ae | 30 00 
TE 7 ciiielatic wilbkineneiccumicdnnnns 41 25 
eg | NR nee ne 
ge EE ae ee 57 00 


08 BY 2o3 37 
Exuipit A, Annexed to Foregoing Report. 
United States Circuit Court, District of Louisiana. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
Vs. No. 36653. 
P. H. Monssraux et me 
Claim for disbursements made by Jos. Dangel on lot of ground pur- 
chased by him July 29th, 1851, in square 337, bounded by 
Grande rue Dorgenois, St. Pete ‘r, and Toulouse streets, and on two 
lots of ground purehi ased by him March 14th, 1859, in square 336, 


bounded by Toulous-, Dorgenois, Grand rue, and ¢ ‘aronde let walk, 
held by Jos. Dangel and claimed by Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines. 


5816 
Ist. In 1851, purchase price lot in square No. $87..... $240 


9d. ‘6 1859, ‘é ‘6 lots “ ‘é ‘6 337 reer TOO 

oo 1851. iia is intial tasabaniitls $1 17 
7  \ienaeioedinliaieen ae yy 
a. pag LE OO MEETS TIT a ae 
° io. * gg eA ae A NENT a a 117 
i  ". -"\ peeamshimigiemabbabasiihieiadeanatantinaeints L ge 
Ps. os read lndiptciaiiianlemnd-autecemel oe: 
. 1857, PE i icais steeineicaniieammanls 3 46 
i crteneeninieien 3 70 
es abide 1 20 
en” | iene 4 20 
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1869, r’v’n’e 


1870 
1871 


~—-— — = 


“« 1861, “ ns 
: hi. = sgh ROE ON MMR. cen 

Ce i. scumenmmmpelialies = 
i TE i i a ai, ciictenss gn 
OP 
OF a a i cn neaneiae 
Oe iin 
on nae 
OT i 
OS ie iene cee ncccsnnn 
Oe I a ss cisccmnins ae 


_—— — — re ee ee eee ee ae _—_=- — = 


————— <= ee ee ea me ee ee ee ee ee 


Total purchase price and State taxes carried over- 
By GO Biiiegnmennennantnie 


In 
é 


1852, “ 
1853, “ 
1854, “ 
1855, “ 
1856, “ 
1857, “ 


1858,  “ 
1859,  “ 
1860,  “ 
1861, “ 


1862, « 
1863,  « 
1864,“ 
rT, 
1865, “ 
1866,  “ 
1867, “ 
1869,  “ 
1870, “ 
—— " 
1872, é 
a.” 
1876, “ 


Carried over 


Total purchase price State and city taxes 
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971 98 
1,211 98 
412 75 


1,624 73 
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U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
VS. - No. 3663. 


P. H. Monsseaux ef als. 4 


Claim for improvements made by Jos. Dangel on lot of ground pur- 
chased by him July 29th, 1851, in square No. 337, bounded by 
Grand rue, Dorgenois, St. Peter, and Toulouse streets, held by 
Jos. Dangel and claimed by Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines. 


Ist. Filling up lot in year 1851]_-.--.-------- $250, 00 
Interest thereon °51 to ’77, 26 years, 0.5 
I CIs tk ener ci citnstnicitienite etna seen tieageninanla 325 
NT) 
2d. Fences put up in year 1851 -----~....-.-- 130 
[Interest thereon ‘51 to ’77, 26 years, 05 
SL LE 
, : 299 
3d. Fences put up in year 1876 on_---- 40) 
5817 Int. thereon, 76 to 77, 1 year, 0.5 per 
(SRR ree ee ae eee em io 4? 49 
Ath. One single story shingle-roofed house, built 
BO I iii inictntas eae: sinliinren cieiasoaindtnceiuaiiiaiias = 
Int. thereon, ’51 to 77, 26 years, 0.5 per 
COME. we cemsnoa. ene: dosent agence iiliniilidin 650 
1,150 00 
5th. One cistern put up In year 1851.--.----- = 35 
Int. thereon, ‘51 to 77, 26 years, 0.5 per 
eg sistent cateneescin es excnsessi eesti eee itiipisaiog — 


78 50 


6th. Material & labor for banquette inyear1851_ 15 
Interest thereon, 51 to ‘77, 26 years, 0.5 
per cent...... siinsiaabiondiil sshihiciiapsaemiiniaidddini 19 50 


34 50 
Total improvements & interests. ...-...-.---- $2179 
Annual value for use, 51 to ’67, about S60_._._ $960 

Interest theron, ‘51 to ‘77, 16 years, about... 48 


2%, 


1,008 
Annual rents, 67 to 77, about $20 .......___- 200 
Interest thereon, ’67 to ‘77, 10 years, about... 100 
300 
Total value of rents and interests._.--- ~~ ielnlabieiadi $1,308 


E. & O. E. 
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U. S. Cireuit Court. District of Louisiana. 
b | 


Myra CLARK GAINES) 
vs. > No. 3668. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. 

Claim for improvements made by Jos. Dangle on two lots of 
ground purchased by him March 14th, 1859, in sq’r 336, bounded 
by Toulouse, Dorgenois, Grand rue, & Carondelet walk, held by 
latter & claimed by Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines. 


Ret, Bes SECS, ee UP Rinne cnn $500 
Int. thereon, ‘59 to ‘77,158 years, 0.5 
EP Cie citians nce acenmn enn 450 
950 
2d. In 1859, picket fences put up ----------~ 100 
Int. thereon, 59 to ’77, 18 years, 05 per 
I icla aiid no ninnereiaie 0 
190 
od. In 1859, two orange trees, 85) each; one 
Be I icine asereniresermsnquinaanane 20 
Interest thereon, ‘59 to "77,18 years, 05 
DO CO ices emavnqe enwn nde IS 
oc 
2 A 


4th. In 1867, one shingle-roof house, $1,500; 


2 cisterns, $95___-- link saniaimisilabiidcaaaiaa’ 1,395 
Interest thereon, ‘67 to ‘77, 10 years, 
OP NG GE, siti inert ences amin O97 50 
2,092 50 
oth. In 1870, two peach trees, $5 each, planted _ ane 
Int. thereon, ’70 to ‘77, 7 years, 05 per 
BOE. ctcccnttabtteowesinntaneinge > 00 
7 13 50 
6th. In 1871, one shingle-roof house, $500 ; 
SIG, DE db tiiinennch ane 5AS 
Int. thereon, ‘71 to 77, 6 years, 05 per 
IE, . cicetitaairedt icici tee ee 165 50 
TOS 50 
7th. In 1874, eight orange trees, $5 each, 
Es cinnenese-tatkcitions mtn saison paeate ‘ 40 
Int. thereon, ’74 to ‘77, 3 years, 05 per 
CRI: ecente detain cece ennnemmednien 6 


46 OO 


Total improvements & interests --..-----.. $4,038 50 


Annual value for use, 59 to ’77, 15 years, about $96___.. $1,725 
Int. thereon, ‘59 to 77, 18 years, 05 per cent....----. 86 40 
Total annual value for use & interest .......-- $1,514 40 


E. & O. E. 


ee Re ee a Ne 
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Necapitulation. 


Disbursements, improvements, interest : 


5818 Ist. Purchase pr ice ground 1 in sq, a 240 

2d. " RE 700 
OS. ite tame, GE to FS, lt ectciiniivcccuicinenes 271 98 
Ath. City “ . MA aieeninan aniaapianid 412 75 
5th. Improvements & int., 51 to "77, in sq. 557-------- 2,179 ad 
6th. 4 . 4 i ilients 4038 50 

Total am’t claimed by Jos. Dangel.-..--------- $7,842 23 


Rents and Value for Use. 


Annual rents, value for use, int., sqr. 557 ------------- $1,508 
” value for use, et RO 1,814 40 
Total annual rents, value for use, int...---------- $3,122 40 


E. & O. E. 
New Orleans, Oct. 15th, 1877 


Exurbit B, Annexed to Foregoing Report. 


STATE OF LovtIstaNna, Parish of Orleans: ; ae 
OrFIce OF RecoRDER OF MORTGAGES. 
The undersigned, recorder of mortgages for the parish of Or- 
leans, State of Louisiana, certities that in the records of this office 
there are no other mortgages standing in the name of Joseph Dan- 
gel, and recorded against— 
Ist. On a portion of ground making portion of lot No. 30, in sq. 
5), comprised within Grand Route, Dorge nois, St. Peter, & Toulouse 
Sts., aid portion of ground meas. 30! front on Toulouse St. by 103’ 
1” 6!" in depth; 
2d. The lots of ground adjoining each other in Faubourg Treme, 
2d dist., design: ated by the Nos. 3 & 4, in sq. 56, comprised within 
‘Toulouse, Dorgenois, Grand Route, and Carondelet voy Ol’ 8 4” 
on the line on Toulouse St.; lot 3 has a depth of 100’ 11’, & lot 4 
QQ’ ; ; Pa F cansiee 
than the drainage privilege. i: 
The m 'te’e he granted in hint of his ven- 
b. 72, fo.655. Ree’d dor, Jules Fairve, per act before A. Dreyfus, 
M’ch 18, ’59. notary, dated M: rch 14, 59, to secure the sum 
of 3. 350. OO, int., cost, &e. 


B. 108, fo. 1. One m’tg’e for State tax, 1869-.-.. $11 25 Int., Ke. | 


B. 108, for.1. “ ee ee eo a « 
B.98,fo.112. “ rT ‘4 ‘ — 2 299 95 «& « 
B. 98, fo. 2. 6 64 rT rT 6 .. ee 10 75 6 & 
B. 149, fol. oo ” = .:. ae 9175 « rT: 
B. 149, m:4. * ” . " Sie 580 « rT 4 
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B. 162, fo. 12. One m’tg’e for State tax, 1875. 1450 “ 

son8 4 ti(<( i e;:;t;i‘ CUM “ 1875. %5 80 Int., &e. 
i ee 

B. 154, “ 22. One m't’'ge for city tax, 1865..... 15 00 

a7. °C ll " ae ee . .. ee 

o> Baa * te 6 OO 

{i ~ oe ti 8 00 

B. 141, “ 68. IS74.-.. 47 50 

Lie * & ist... Fe 


206 39 
No. 5767. 
The — one in favor of City of N. Orleans, 
B’k 96, fo.308. Re- resulting from a judgment rendered by the 
corded on the 14th 7th dist. court on the 6th Feb’y, 1866, for the 
leb’y, 1872. sum of $15 and — cents, with interest stipu- 
lated in said judgment and costs of suit 
against Joseph Dangell. 
[SEAL. | 


No. 32058. 


The — one in favor of City of New Orleans, 
B’k 97,f0.3875. Re- resulting from a judgment rendered by the 
corded on the 2nd fourth dist. court on the 27th March, 1872, 
Sept., 1872. for the sum of $8 and — cents, with interest 
stipulated in said judgment and costs of suit 
against Joseph Dangell. 
No. 69252. 


The general one in favor of City of New 
B’k 133, fo. 650. Orleans, resulting from a judgment rendered 
Recorded on the30th by the sup. dist. court, on the 6th Nov., 1874, 
March, 1875. for the sum of 847 and 50 cents, with interest 
stipulated in said judgment and costs of suit 
against Joseph Dangel. : 
[SEAL.]  . (Signed) J. G. RICHARDSON, Dy R. 
New Orleans, October 13th, 1877. 


Answer of Complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, to the Demand made— 
Joseph Dangel, Defendant, for Improvements. 


Complainant denies defendant’s alleged right to claim for improve- 
ments. She denies that defendant built and made the improve- 
ments claimed ; and she further denies that the materials and work- 
manship amount to the sum claimed. 

With these denials complainant refuses to take said alleged im- 
provements at said price. 

(Signed) WM. H. WILDER & WM. REED MILLS, 
Solicitors for Complainant. 
New Orleans, 16 Oct., 1877. 


Salle taseateieddtadeteianalldemnindiaaemmetinntiamesnenentineeriemeammmenatantinaieanmaeamntcmemmtnea eee 
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5820 Motion on Behalf of Complainant. Entered and Filed June 
1st, 1878 | 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 3663. 
P. H. MonssEAUX et als. 


On motion of Wm. Reed Mills,solicitor of complainant in above- 
entitled cause, it is ordered that an order similar to the order issued 
by this court on the 29th instant, allowing defendants the right of 
offering further testimony on their behalf before Ernest Sabourin, 
master, within two weeks from said order, be, and the same -—, ale 
lowed to complainant. 


Entry at Rules. 
Extract from Chancery Order Book, June od, 1878. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs, » No. 38665 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. J 


Henri Carriere, one of the defendants to the bill of revivor and 
supplement, has this day entered his appearance to the said bill of 
revivor and supplement of the complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, 
through his solicitor, Alfred Grima. 


Entry at Rules. 
Extract from Chancery Order Book, June 3d, 1878. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. > No. 3668. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. J 

Widow Paul Leibel, Charles Lorenz, Amelia Lorenz, Magdeline 
Lorenz, wife of Charles Ebert, and Charles Ebert, defendants to the 
complainant's bill of revivor and supplement, have this day, by 
their solicitor, Ernest J. Wenck, entered their appearance to the 
complainant’s bill of revivor and supplement. 


Extract from the Minutes, June 7th, 1878. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 


Us. No. 3663 
P. H. Monsseaux ef my | 


By consent of counsel, the reports and costs filed by J. W. Gurley 
master, and the opposition thereto are continued to Monday, 10th 
inst., at 11 a. m. 
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Decree against Mrs. Minor Kenner. 
Extract from the Minutes, June 10th, 1878. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. > No. 3668. 
P. H. Monssravx et als. j 


This cause came on to be heard on the bill, answer, repli- 
5821 cation, proofs, and exhibits in the cause, and was argued by 
counsel. On consideration whereof, it is ordered, adjudged, 
and decreed that Myra Clark Gaines, complainant in the same, is the 
only legitimate child of Daniel Clark, in the said bill and proceed- 
ings mentioned, and, as such, was exclusively invested with the 
character of such legitimate child, and entitled to all the rights of 
the same; and that, under and by virtue of the last will and testa- 
ment of Daniel Clark, the said Myra Clark Gaines is the universal 
legatee of said Daniel Clark, and, as such, entitled to all the estate, 
whether real or personal, of which he, the said Daniel Clark, died 
possessed, subject only to the payment of certain legacies therein 
mentioned. 

And this court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that all 
the property described and claimed by the defendant Eliza Davis, 
widow of Minor Kenner, tutrix of Daniel Kenner, Maria Kenner, 
and Oxley Kenner, the minor children of the said Minor Kenner, 
and acting as the administratrix of the said Minor Kenner, in her 
answer and exhibits thereto annexed, to wit: } 

A parcel or tract of land situated in Kennerville, so called, in 
the State of Louisiana, about five leagues above the City of New 
Orleans, as the boundaries of said city was in 1836, on the left bank 
of the Mississippi river, bounded on tne upper side by lands owned 
in October, 1818, by William Kenner, and extending in front of 
the Mississippi river eighteen and one-half arpents (183), and on 
the lower side bounded by lands owned in October, 1815, by Jacques 
lortier, and extending in the rear on both sides to Lake Pontchar- 
train, with all the improvements thereon, having been purchased 
by Daniel Clark aforesaid from Stephen ILenderson, by act passed 
before John Lynd, then notary public, on the 16th December, 1812, 
is part and parcel of the property comprising the succession of the 
said Daniel Clark, to wit, the same which Thomas Beale, register 
of wills, and Richard Relf, executor by procés-verbal of adjudication 
on the 8th of November, 1815, and said Richard Relf, exeeutor, by 
act before Mare Lafitte, notary, on the 11th November, 1813, sold 

to Michel Fortier, Jr.,and Omer Fortier, and which by several 
5822 intermediate conveyances was conveyed to the said Minor 

Fenner, the deceased husband of said Eliza Davis, who, as 
widow of said Minor Kenner, tutrix of Maria Kenner, Daniel Ken- 
ner, and Oxley Kenner, and acting as administratrix of the said 
Minor Kenner, is one of the defendants in this cause; that the said 
Richard Relf and the said Thomas Beale, at the time and times 
when, under the pretended authority aforesard,— sold the property so 
described and claimed by the said Eliza Davis, widow, tutrix and 
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acting administratrix as aforesaid, and when they respectively exe- 
cuted said procés-verbal of adjudication, and the said Relf executed 
his act of sale as aforesaid to the said Michel Fortier, Jr., and Omer 
Fortier, had no legal right — authority whatever so to adjudicate, 
to sell and dispose of, or in any manner to alienate the same; that 
the said adjudication and aci of sale to said Michel Fortier, Jr., and 
Omer Fortier were wholly unauthorized and illegal and utterly null 
and yoid; and that all the intermediate conveyances by which the 
said property was attempted to be transferred and conveyed from 
the said Michel Fortier, Jr., and Omer Fortier to the said Minor 
Kenner were made without any legal right or authority whatsoever 
to sell or dispose, or to pass, convey or “transfer said property, and 
were wholly unauthorized and illegal, and are utterly null and void ; 
and that the said Minor Kenner, at the time when he purchased 
the property so described and claimed by said Eliza Davis, his 
widow, tutrix and acting administratrix as aforesaid, was bound to 
take notice of the circumstances which rendered the actings and 
doings of the said Thomas Beale and Richard Relf in the premises 
illegal, null and void, and of the illegal/ity and defect in the vari- 
ous intermediate transfers of the said property; and that he, the 
said Minor Kenner, ought to be deemed and held, and is hereby 
deemed and held, to have purchased the property mm question with 
full notice that the adjudication and sale under the pretended au- 
thority of the said Thomas Beale and Richard Relf, and that the 
said proces-verbal of adjudication of the 8th of November, 1513, and 

the act of sale of the 11th November, 1813, to said Michel 
5825 Fortier, Jr.,and and Omer Fortier, and the intermediate con- 

vevances of the said property above mentioned were illegal, 
null and void, and in fraud of the rights of the person or persons 
entitled to the succession of the said Daniel Clark. 

And this court doth further order, adjudge, and decree, that all 
the property held by the defendant either as widow of said Minor 
Kenner or tutrix of Daniel Kenner, Maria Kenner, and Oxley 
Kenner, the minor children of the said Minor Kenner, or as acting 
as the administratrix of said Minor Kenner, as afore said, now re- 
mains unclaimed and undisposed of as part and parcel of the suc- 
cession of the said Daniel Clark notwithstanding said adjudica- 
tion and sale in the pretended right and under the pretended au- 
thority of the said Thomas Beale ‘and Richard Relf. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge and decree, that com- 
plainant, Myra Clark, as the legitimate and only child of the said 
Daniel Clark and universal legatee under his last will and testa- 
ment, is justly and lawfully entitled to the property aforesaid so 
claimed and held by the defendant, Eliza Davis, widow, tutrix of 
Daniel Kenner, Maria Kenner, and ‘Oxley. Kenner, and acting as 
administratrix of the estate of said Minor Kenner, together with all 
the yearly rents and profits and value for use accruing from the 
same since the same came into the said Minor Kenner’s possession, 
and for which the said defendant is hereby ordered, adjudged, and 
decreed to account to the said Myra Clark Gaines, complainant 
herein. 
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And the court doth further order, adjudge, and deeree, that the 
defendant, Eliza Davis, widow of Minor Kenner, tutrix of Daniel 
Kenner, Maria Kenner, and Oxley Kenner, the minor children of 
the said Minor Kenner, and acting as administratrix of the estate 
of said Minor Kenner, do forthwith surrender all said property so 
claimed and held by her as aforesaid, unto the hands of the said 
Myra Clark Gaines as part of the succession of the said Daniel 
Clark. 

And the court doth further order, that the account be taken 

by E. Sabotirin, master in chancery of this court, of the 
5824. yearly rents, profits, and value for use accrued or accruing 
from the said property since the same came into the posses- 
sion of the said Minor Kenner, and that he report the same to this 
court; the said account to be taken subject to the laws of Louisiana. 

It is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the complainant, 
Myra Clark Gaines, have execution against the defendant, Eliza 
Davis, widow of Minor Kenner, tutrix and acting administratrix as 
aforesaid, for costs incurred in this cause. 

It is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the complainant 
have leave to apply for such other or further order, direction, or de- 
crees as may now or hereafter [be] neeessary in the premises. 

It is further ordered that as to the right of complainant for rents, 
revenues, and value for use, she is entitled to all the income, reve- 
nues, profits, and value for use and oecupation which the evi- 
dence oo the master shall establish she ts owner would have re- 
ceived or derived whether the possessor has realized them or not, 
and whether the failure on said possessor’s part to realize them re- 
sulted from not managing the estate with ordinary prudence, or from 
the estate remaining unproductive by reason of the title thereto 
being in dispute on account of a claim of title on the part of the 
possessor, now adjudged to have been unfounded. The proof must 
establish that if the complainant had been left undisturbed in the 
possession of this property, which she has now recovered by ordi- 
nary good management, she would have caused the property to pro- 
duce the incomes which are to be adjudged to her. 


Exception to Master's Report heard and Submitted. 
Extract from the Minutes, June 10th, IS78. 
Myra CLark GAINES 
vs. » No. 3665. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. 


The exceptions of Wm. R. Mills and Chs. 5. Rice to the master’s 
report in above case were called, and after hearing counsel on both 
sides the court took time to consider. 
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5825 Report of EL. Sabourin, Master, under orders of the 29th May, 
and June 1st, 1878. Filed June 17th, 1878. 


Circuit Court of the United States, Fifth Circuit and District of 
Louisiana. 


Under orders of this honorable court of 29th May and Ist June, 
1878, additional evidence on the part of the several defendants and 
on behalf of the complainant was taken before the master under- 
signed. A number of witnesses were examined—39 in all—34 on 
behalf of the defendants, of whom 14 were defendants, 1 the son of 
a defendant, and 3 the agents of defendants, and 5 on behalf of 
complainant, 1 of whom being a defendant. No testimony was ad- 
duced concerning the improved property of these defendants, though 
ruled admissible by the master, the whole of that presented bearing 
solely upon the property unimproved and vacant. 

As heretofore, in the previous evidence offered by them, the efforts 
of the defendants have been directed wholly to an attempt to prove 
that the lots possessed by them were utterly valueless, and could 
produce nothing with ordinary good management. In this they 
have failed. The method employed by them is the old one, already 
fully considered in the previous reports of the “master, to wit, to ad- 
duce evidence that the land was low and subject to overflow from 
water after heavy rains, and from the backwater of the lake after 
storms, to which method one addition was made, namely, the putting 
of the following question: Could any one, by ordinary good man- 
agement, in possession of this vacant property, derive any revenue 
from it? ‘This question being answered in the manner following: 
18 of the witnesses of the defence, 8 of whom are defendants, 1 the 
son of a defendant, and another the agent of a defendant, stated 
that no revenue could be derived from this vacant and unimproved 
property in its past or present condition, one other, a defendant, 

that it could be used by building a house on high pillars, 
5826 and another that it might have been productive as a — 

ground; but 16 of those witnesses, 7 of whom are defend- 
ants and 1 the son of a defendant; state that the property could be 
put to use by filling up the lots, 5 of them saying that this filling 
would be at great expense, two of these witnesses, themselves de- 
fendants, thinking that even if improved the revenue would be 
doubtful and uncertain, and another witness stating that generally 
it was only dairynen who lived there. Two of the witnesses afore- 
mentioned stated that a cemetery for the poor and unknown—a 
potter’s field—had at one time, some 55 or 40 years ago, existed on 
a portion of this ground, and that so far back as that time a line of 
cars Was the means of conveyance to that part of the city. Two 
other witnesses of the defendants, one the son of a defendant and 
the other a well-known auctioneer, specially stating that with or- 
dinary good management, if well filled up, this vacant land might 
produce a revenue, and one of said witnesses, not a defendant, stat- 
ing that under no management, however good, could a revenue be 
derived, the reason given by those answering in the negative being 
that the land is low, overflowed, and that nothing can be cultivated 
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on it, this reason, however, not applying, in their estimation, to 
cases where the ordinary improvements of filling, &-, have been 
made. When asked if ditches have been made to drain the prop- 
erty, if they have fenced in, if they have filled up, as in other parts 
of the city which have been improved, and as every prudent father 
of a family has done and must do in this as well as in other sections 
of the city to render his property useful and tenantable, if they have 
made improvements of any kind, and such necessary ones as fene- 
ing, filling, ditching, &c., in order to procure tenants, the answer is 
that this was not done, because in their opinion useless and a loss 

of money. When asked if the Gaines litigation concerning 
5827 this property has had any effect in checking or retarding im- 

provements, either in building or in the filling of the lots, 
11 of those witnesses of the defence, 5 of whom are defendants, say 
that it has had the effect of checking improvements, which testi- 
mony is concurred in by 2 of the witnesses of complainant, one of 
whom is a defendant. Only two of the witnesses, both defendants, 
answer negatively, the negation of one of them being restricted to 
his own personal case. All the other witnesses either do not know 
or have not testified on this point. 

The question of the lowness of the ground and of its present 
alleged overflow from the waters of heavy rains and of the lake has 
already been fully considered in their reports. The testimony 
newly adduced offers no novel features in this matter. The over- 
flow from the accumulated lake and rain water breaking the levees 
of the canal Carondelet on the edge of this tract has merely been acci- 
dental, occuring only 2 or 5 times within the past 10 or 15 years, or 
within the past 30 vears, as stated by two witnesses, themselves de- 
fendants. Other parts of this city, up to and past Canal street, in 
the second and first districts, have equally suffered from these same 
accidental overflows, which in some instances have reached to Clai- 
borne, and in one instance up to the basin, at its intersection with 
Canal street. A mere accident of rare oceurrence, which may be 
provided against, and which may equally happen either from the 
front by river water, or from the rear by the backing of lake water 
in heavy equinoctial storms, is not such a defect in a city in which 
the whole land, improved as well as unimproved, with the excep- 
tion of a very few narrow ridges, is law, as to be considered a cause 
of utter worthlessness for land which has 2 or 5 times in many 
years suffered from such temporary overflow in a degree no greater 

than other fully inhabited and central portions of the city. 
9828 As to the rain water, in very heavy rains, occuring annually, 

the inconvenience of a short and temporary overflow of the 
streets would not be ifthe property were improved, and is not now, 
it being a prairie where cattle daily grazed, worse than happens at 
times in the front of this Blane tract from Dorgenois to Claiborne, 
which section of the city is, notwithstanding the drawbacks, thickly 
settled and solidly built, and there happens at times in the very 
heart of the city. This alleged cause of impossibility of production 
of revenues cannot therefore avail the defendants. 

So far as accessibility is concerned this tract is a part of the oldest 
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district of the city, is easily reached by shell roads, and have rail- 
roads passing both around and through it, and is nearer the centre 
of business, Canal street, than many other more thickly-settled and 
fully-built seetions of this place. It’ is impossible for the master to 
find in the whole testimony adduced by the defendants evidences of 
good ordinary management on their part, or indeed of any manage- 
ment at all. On the contrary, by their own admissions, these de- 
fendants, possessors of vacant and. unimproved lots, have never used 
or even attempted to use this land, they deeming it, as they allege, 
perfectly useless and ,even foolish to put money on improvements, 
Which in their opinion, as now expressed, would have produced no 
revenue. The truth is, the lands were mostly held on speculation, 
and not for the purpose of being put to use and husbanded with 
that ordinary prudent management and thoughtful care which a 
father of a family bestows on the place of his residence, or on his 
investments made for the securing of the family necessaries. The 
whole theory of the defendants, and upon which solely they have 
relied, is that property now possessed by them, which has been 
bought and seld in open market despite the well known and 

public controversy as to its title, upon which money has 
5829 been lent, as a_ security for which the possessors have 

battled for years in courts of justice of all jurisdictions 
with the utmost tenacity and at Immense risk and expense, upon 
which they have paid taxes at times very burdensome, is worth 
absolutely nothing and is and must remain totally unproductive, 
when sued for it the defendants might have freed themselves from all 
burdens from that date by delivering the property to its rightful 
owner; but they clung to it and invoked the aid of the courts. There 
is most certainly some value in this land, for the interest or value 
for use for which the illegal possessors are liable, and the master 
has not yet had any showing or evidence that his award in favor of 
complainant, made after long deliberation and study, and: much evi- 
dence on the matter, is unfair or too large. On the other hand, we 
have the evidence, as above stated, from the defendants themselves 
in many cases, that if the lots were filled they might be used. 
We have the further evidence from one of the defendant’s witnesses, 
an old experienced notary, that his impression is that, had it not 
been for the Gaines litigation, the whole of this tract up to the Bayou 
St. John would now be improved and built up, and that such was 
the fear of this litigation, that the first question put to him by pur- 
chasers was, whether the ground offered for sale was within the claim, 
a statement fully corroborated by numerous oiher witnesses for the 
defendants, who testified that this litigation had the effeet of check- 
ing all improvements in filling and otherwise. We also have the 
evidence of the city from the Mississippi river to Dorgenois street on 
land of the same low nature, and equally subject to overflow as far 
as Brieur street, on the line and in front of the Blane tract. And 
we have the evidence that out of 37 squares of ground in the im- 
mediate neighborhood of and similar to, and as low as the Blane tract, 

extending on lines parallel to and coextensive with this tract 
0530 from from Dorgenois street to Hagan avenue, between Canal 
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Carondelet and Canal street, there are improvements and dwell- 
ings on each of 29 squares of ground, estimated, at a close valuation, at 
$211,000, not including sidewalks, 8 squares only of the 37 being en- 
tirely vacant and unimproved. And, finally, we have, as fully stated 
in the master’s report of 11th May, 1875, the uncontradicted evidence 
derived from the improvements made on this very Blane tract itself, 
showing, by comparison, a net revenue or value for use of 11 per 
cent. as against 5 per cent. net allowed to complainant. All those 
evidences of good management, certainly no more than ordinary, so 
fur as improvements on the Blane tract are concerned, because made 
by people of small means, though thrifty and industrious, show most 
conclusively, in the opinion of the master, that had the wealthier 
possessors—who have been the most ardent and zealous in their la- 
bors to prove before the master that it was completely futile even to 
make an attempt at deriving a revenue—followed the example of 
plain, ordinary management set to them by their humbler copos- 
sessors, they, also, as well as their neighbors, would have rendered 
the land useful and productive of profits and revenue. 

For the reasons aforesaid, and for those fully set forth im his pre- 
vious reports of May 11th, 1875, and November 1%th, 1879, the 
master finds as heretofore, and returns to this honorable court the 
reports in the cases of the several defendants, together with the evi- 
dence first adduced and the additional evidence offered under the 
two orders above mentioned. The only alterations made are in the 
ase of P. Avegno, Jr., which are noted in his special report. 


Bhanter's eee G8 GH cee dimen cnncinncnitentiainw natin $750 OO 
60 services of notices and subpeenas by special deputy... 30 00 
TOOL « nc tintinedsnnitininnns amine: elieiecmiamn $780 00 
5831 Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) : E. SABOURIN, 


Master in. Chancery. 
New Orleans, 15 June, 1878. 


Master's Statement on Objections. 


To the objections and exceptions made to the master’s report on 
Saturday, 15th June, 1878, by the defendants’ solicitors, the under- 
signed begs to state: 

Ist. That the evidence having closed on Wednesday afternoon, the 
12th June, and a large part thereof not being in his hands from the 
reporter until Friday, the 14th of June, it was all he could do, as 
well understood by the solicitor, to prepare the rough draft of his 
proposed report, which contained the full substance of his reasons 
and conclusions, in order that they might prepare and offer their ob- 
jJections, if deemed proper, that said report, substantially as it now 
is, was read to the undersigned to the solicitor fer defendants; that 
they offered at length their objections both verbally and in writing, 
and were allowed to offer any additional objections they might choose 
to make on Monday, the 17th of June, at 9a. m., when the report 
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would be ready in the master’s office. As to the evidence, the mas- 
ter offered it,to said solicitors on Saturday morning, which offer was 
declined. <As to an extension of time, the master-does not need it; it 
is his duty to file his report and the evidence on the 17 instant, and 
it is for the court to act in the premises if required. 

2d. The objections and exceptions herein referred to have been 
duly considered at the time. 

3d. The master has not ignored any of the evidence; on the con- 


trary, it has been examined and weighed, and he is confident of 


having both the spirit and the letter of the orders of the court in his 
findings herein, he having allowed nothing but that which the com- 
plainant herself would have realized by ordinary good management. 
4th. This objection is founded on error, as the master has 
5832 not taken as a basis the prices of 1856, 1837; on the contrary, 
he has found his basis in the other evidence of record and 
strongly in the evidence adduced by the defendants themselves. 
Sth. The reasons for the valuation adopted have been given at 
length in previous reports, and the master thinks that this valuation 
was favorable rather than unfavorable to the defendants. As to any 
other method of valuation or defects in the mode already adopted by 
the master the undersigned has made verbally on Saturday, and now 
reiterates the remarks that for the first time at this late dav such a 
suggestion is made; that no other system than that used by the 
master has ever been proposed by the defendants, whose sole evi- 
dence tended to one single object, the total denial of profits or value 
for use; that if evidence to that etfect had been introduced or proper 
suggestions made to the master in time they would have been duly 
considered; that the suggestions now made under the form of objec- 
tions come too late, so far as the master is concerned, and that they 
were clearly untenable as proposed, and that the master believed 
that the evidence fully justified the amounts reported against the 
several defendants. 
6th. The master believes that the average valuation allowed upon 
by him, formed by comparing the lowest with the highest value of prop- 
erty in this city since, and not counting the inflation prices of, 1856-7, 
as put in evidence by the defendants themselves, and as taken from 
the other sources of evidence referred to by the master In his pre- 
vious reports, is a fair and just one in a case of fraud where the high- 
est average Is always allowed, but which in this case has not been 
done, as clearly appears by the reports. The master has thought it 
necessary to make the above observations on the objections presented 
to him by the solicitors for defendants, because they contained state- 
ments which, if left unnoticed, might, perhaps, have placed the un- 
dersigned in an improper light before the court. 
Respectfully submitted. 3 
(Signed) Kk. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
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Myra C. GAINES 
vs. » No. 36638 
P. H. Mownsseacx et al. 


Master E. Sabourin, having notified the undersigned to attend at 
his office, No. 14 Exchange alley, on this Saturday, June 15th, 1878, 
at eleven o’clock a. m., to hear and consider his report as master 
herein under the last order of the Hon. E. C. Billings, judge of the 
U.S. circuit court, and having come as requested, and the said mas- 
ter having read a paper purporting to be a project of his report, the 
undersigned stated to the master the following objections and excep- 
tions: 

I. That the project submitted is not complete, the master saying 
that it would be completed on Monday, the 17 inst., at 9 a. m., the 
undersigned objected, that as the case was fixed for trial on the 17 
inst., at 11 o’clock, there would not be time given them to examine 
or consider the report or the evidence to make objections thereto ; 
and requested the master to bring these matters to the notice of the 
court, and request such time as would be necessary to enable him 
to complete his report and submit the same to the def’ts before 
filing. 

Il. The undersigned bring to the notice of the master, and now 
reiterate, the objections and exceptions heretofore made and reserved 
before the master, and especially those contained in the printed ob- 


jections made and filed in court to the reports filed him by the 


master. 

III. The undersigned, for the def’ts represented by them, specially 
object to the present findings of the master, on the ground that he 
has failed entirely to notice or give effect to the letter or spirit of the 
last orders of his Hon. Judge Billings, in making this reference to 
the master, in any sense, but more especially in this, that the orders 
of the court specially required the master to ascertain and determine 
what rents and revenues she, complainant, could have obtained from 

sald properties, not by the remotest possibilities, but by prudent 
9834 management, had she been in possession, and that the master 

has utterly failed so to do, but, on the contrary, has ignored 
all the evidence adduced by the host of witnesses of the defendant 
on this subject, and has simply adhered to his former reports with- 
out change. 

IV. That the said findings and reports are erroneous in taking as 
the basis of the valuations for assessments of rents and revenues of 
the said properties the fictitious and inflated valuations of 1856 «& 
1837, whereas the testimony shows their utterly valueless character 
and the great injustice done the defendants there ‘by. 

V. That in noevent and under no cireumstances if any valuation 
is to be taken as the basis under the last order of his Hon. Judge 
Billings, which is not admitted, but denied, then even that the master 
“an be justified in taking no valuation anterior in date to the valua- 
tion at the date of the purchase made by each defendant severally, 
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as shown by their several acts of sale, and yet the master has ‘in no 
case adopted such valuations ; the undersigned contending that the 
master should take the valuations, as shown by the act of actual 
purchase made by each defendant severally, and then reduce the 
amount of such valuation at least one-half, and, in some instances, 
; or }, because of the actual depreciation in said real estate since the 
date of the several purchases. 

VI. That the master has erred in not considering and giving 
effect to the flood of testimony introduced under the last order of the 
court, showing that real estate in every suburb of the city and 
throughout the city anywhere, has steadily depreciated, and that the 
depreciation in the Blane tract and other tracts have not depreciated 
in consequence of the fact that Mrs. Gaines claimed the property 
and that the same was in litigation. 


(Signed) J. McCONNELL, 
kor Defendants, repre sented hy him & by H. E. [ pton. 
5835 (Signed) C. KE. SCHMIDT, 


bor se if & bh. W. Huntington, PCp re senting several Defendants. 
OCTAVE MOREL, 
kor self and Wife. 


5836 General and Special Testimony Taken in the Above Case under 
Orders of 20th May and Ast June, 1875, before EL. Sabourin, 
Master in Chance ry. Filed June 17, 1878, with Report. 


Myra C. GAINES ) 
rs. . No. 3668. 
P. H. Monsskaux ef al. | 


Copy of Order. 
U.S. Cireuit Court, 5th Cireuit and District of Louisiana. 


Myra C. GAINES 
DS. No. 3665. 
P. H. Monsseaux ef al. 


The several reports of I. Sabourin, master, as to fruits, revenues, 
and value for use, and the exception thereto, came up for trial. 

W.R. Mills for complainant; J. MeConnell, C. E. Schmidt, and 
Kk. W. Huntington for defendants. 

And after hearing argument, it is ordered by the court that the 
reports be referred back to the master, with instructions to hear the 
evidence of the defendants during a period of 14 days at his office 
during business hours of each day, and that the hearing of the re- 
ports be fixed for Monday, 17th June, 1878, at 11 a. m., of which 
order counsel here present took notice. 

(Signed) Yr. B. VINOT, 
29 May, 18738. Dy Clerk. 
30 May, 1878. 

The master was requested to notify the following witnesses to at- 

tend on Monday, 5d June, 1875, on behalf of the defendant: 
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Jules Vienne, Casimir Labathe, Bolien, Felix Labatut, Judge 
Duvigneaud, Judge Abel, Oscar Livandais, Paul Brayard, Lucien. 
Francini, P. Avegno, J. L. Gubernator, Louis Barnett, A. J. Villeré, 
Jules Bermudez, Jules Lavergne, Henry Baccus, F. Foy, Henry 
Larquie, Jean Sauvage, J. V.Gourdain, C. F. Dugazon, G. W. Lee. 


New ORLEANS, 3 June, 78, 12 M. 
M. C. GAINES 


vs. - No. 366: 
P. H. Monsseaux & at 


Case fixed for this day and hour called. 

Present: H. E. Upton, Esq.,on behalf of the defendant, 
5837 Phillippe Avegno specially, and as to all the defendants’ in 
the Blane tract. 

Puititirrvre AveGno, defendant, being sworn, deposes : 

Is a resident of this city since 55 years, and is a defendant herein. 

Upron: Q. Has the property described in your answer in this case 
ever netted any revenue since it came into your possession or not ? 

A. No, sir; because it is not improved, and even if it was im- 
proved I think a great deal if I could get any rent that would com- 
pensate the value I paid for the land and the surplus of the money 
for the improvements. In fact, 1 am sure it could not, and that is 
the reason why I did not attempt to improve it. 

Q. Describe what causes have operated to prevent the property 
from yielding a revenue, such as whether the land is low and 
swampy, its general condition and its character? 

A. The lands are low to my own knowledge. After heavy rains 
I went there, and they were overflowed, although at the time we had 
a draining machine, which was probably insufficient to discharge 
the rain water. It is subject to overflow from heavy rains, and 
sometimes by the raising of the water of the lake, which has occurred 
very often, at least 2 or 3 times since | remember. I have been ae- 
quainted with this property since a little before 1545, at the time I 
became a purchaser, & from that time it has been subject to over- 
How from both water from the lake and rains. I am speaking of 
the property described in my answer. I have never derived any 
revenue from this property. 

Q. Have you ever made any endeavor to derive revenue from 
this property ? 

A. Yes; | have tried to rent it. 

Q. With what success ? 

A. I had no kind of success for this reason: that the party who 
wanted to rent it wanted me to fence it in—to give hima lease of 5 
years. I asked of him that he should pay the State and city taxes ; 

that he should plant fruit trees, and that I would designate 
5838 the place where he should plant them. [is answer to this 

was that he could not make such a bargain, because he in- 
tended to cultivate the land as a vegetable garden; that these trees 
after a while would give him too much shade; that he would re- 
quire sun to make his vegetables grow. 

* 
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Q. Why did you not rent the property to him? 

A. I have already stated. 

Q. Ifyou had rented this property tothe person whom you mentioned 
what revenue, if any, would you have derived from this property ? 

Objected to by the complainant, because it [is] a hypothetical 
question ; the question, so far as practical, has already been answered 
by the witness. 

A. Very probably not enough to pay the taxes, because I put it 
down and asked him to pay the taxes and the fruit trees. 

Q. Did you ever try subsequently to rent the property ? 

A. At different times they came to me, and I could not come to 
any agreement on account of the fencing, and taxes to be paid on 
property. 

Q. What prevented your coming to agreement? 

A. Because of the fences and taxes; they thought it was too high, 
asking too much for it. 

Q. Why didn’t you improve this property ? 

A. kdid not improve it myself beeause [ thought if I did im- 


prove it I would never be enabled to get back the price of the pur- - 


chase and of the improvements, and that I could not live upon it on 
account of it being too low and overtlowed. I would have to fill it 
up first. 

(. When you purchased this property did you not intend to build 
upon it and live upon it yourself? 

A. Yes, sir; [ have choosed Dumaine street because J. B. Slawson 
had a line of omnibusses on that street, running there, which would 
have given me a facility of going and coming from the city. 

(). W hy did you not carry out your original intention? 

A. Because, as I alre-dy stated, | found the grounds were very 

low and subject to overflow ; that all that I could improve 


5839 would be destroyed by the overflow—I am speaking of 


plants—and more, that it would be unhealthy for a dwell- 
ing. 
(). Could or could not any other: person have obtained revenues 
from this property had they been in possession of the same? 
Those that are probably willing to lose their money would. 
(). Have you used every etlort to rent this property or derive il 
revenue from it, and with what result ? 
Objection is made to the question by the solicitor of complainant, 
on the ground that it is a le ading question. 
Mas ‘ter susti LNs the obj “tion. 


Solicitor for defendant reserves a bill of exception to the ruling of 


the master. 

Q. State, Mr. Avegno, what efforts you liave made to rent this 
property or derive a revenue from it, and with what result, and 
whether any other person or persons, had the ‘y been in possession, 
made gre ater efforts than you have Rosin 


Solicitor for complainant objects to the latter part of the question, 
as hypothetical and mere matter of opinion. 
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The master maintains the objection as made. 

Counsel for defendant reserves a bill of exceptions to the ruling 
of the master. 

The master rules that all the question after © result” is not al- 
lowed. 

A. I have offered it to different parties and they would not accept 
it, except on the condition that it should be fenced in, and the rent 
would be a trifle, merely to pay the taxes, and the result of it would 
be that I would lay my money to my loss. 

Q. Did you ever get an offer for the rental of this property suffi- 
cient to pay the taxes? 

A. If I had I would have consented immediately. 

(). Did you ever get such an offer? 

A. I think not, because I would have accepted it. 

Q. You are charged in the report of Mr. Sabourin, master in 

chancery, filed in the U.S. circuit court, in suit No. 5665, on 
5840 the 11th January, 1875, with the sum of $28,978.70, value 

for use of 18 lots, as per statement annexed to said report, to- 
gether with interest on the same, and value for use of 26 lots, as per 
another statement annexed to said report. Is the charge against 
you correct or not, and have you ever derived the same or any por- 
tion of it from the property ? 

A. Not a cent, and the charge has no real existence. 

(). Have vou been the owner of 1S lots and 26 lots, making to- 
gether 44 lots, embraced in and included in the property generally 
known as the Blane tract since the institution of this action ? 


Objected to by solicitor of complainant, on the ground that 
the matters now inquired into embrace simply the property cov- 
ered by the judgment, in this case rendered on the 50th April, 
1877, and which final judgment is not only higher evidence, but 
conclusive evidence, as to the matter inquired of by the question. 

The master will allow the question as to the matter of disposses- 
sion of ownership since the institution of the action by complain- 
ant, but will not allow it in any manner to contradict the judgment 
rendered against the defendant herein on the 50th April, 1877. 

The solicitor of the defendant amends his question so as to con- 
form to the ruling of the master. 

A. No, sir. 

(). Were 44 lots in your possession in this Blane tract at the date 
of the institution of these proceedings by complainant, and are you 
in possession of that number of lots at the present time? 

Solicitor of complainant consents that the reduction be made in 
favor of the witness, as defendant, from the master’s report of 26 No- 
vember, 77, filed on the Lith January, 1878, to the extent of the prop- 
erty recovered from said defendant, and compromised for by com- 
plainant and the city of Baltimore, a list of which property will be 

furnished by complainant’s solicitor to the master, which com- 
5341 promise was made subsequent tothe filing of the report on 
the llth January, 1875. 
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So far as the master is informed, the compromise above spoken 
of was made previous to the last filing of his report in May, 1878, 
May 11, 1878, but the master was never advised officially of the 
fact. , 

Q. Are you charged as owner, or are you in possession of all the 
other property referred to and made the basis of the master’s report? 


Mr. Urron: The object of the question: is to ascertain from the 
witness whether the report of the master is correct as to the num- 
ber of lots for which he is charged value for use. 

Mr. Minis: Objected to by solicitor for complainant, on the ground 
that this inquiry does not fall within the reference made “by the 
chancellor of the 29th of May, 1878, and 2nd for the objections 
stated above te a previous question, 

The — rules that there are no restrictions in the reference of 
2 May, I1S75, as to the matters to be offered in evidence by the 
several defendants, but, as to the means of ascertaining whether 
there is a discrepancy, to the prejudice of this defendant, between 
the number of lots (the city of Baltimore lots excepted) reported on by 
the master herein and the number of lots mentioned as in the pos- 
session of this defendant in tbe judgment of 30 April, 1877, and 
the order of reference made thereon, the master holds that it can 
only be inquired into by a comparison of said judgment of 30 
April, and the report made by him. 


Solicitor for defendants reserves a bill of exceptions. 


Examination as to other defendants as the solicitor represents, 
alist of whom will be furnished during or at the close of this ex- 
amination. 


Q. Are you acquainted with the tract of land, about 135 acres, in 
the junction of Canal Carondelet, Bayou St. John, Desysuces, & Belle 
Chase streets, sued for by Mrs. Gaines in these suits, and ny 
known as the Blane tract? 

A. Yes, sir; I have known it since a little before 1848. The 
5842. time it was advertised for sale by auction. I have seen it 
frequently and repeatedly. 

4 Describe its general character. 

. There is some high land and very low lands. 

*y What portion is high and what portion low ? 

A. Referring to the map in front of witness, [1] will point out the 
squares on the map of the Blane tract from Beilechasse street to 
part of St. John street. I say that the high land begins from Belle- 
chasse street, running in St. Jolin street to Bayou St. John, except a 
little bayou which runs parallel to these streets, called Bayou Sau- 
vage. On the right and on the left of that bayou is high land; the 
centre of it is low ; I mean the centre as that section between Belle- 
chasse and Bayou St. John and some few squares called “ place 
racquettes,” comprised between Gayoso and Lopez streets and num- 
bered on this map No. 15, 16, 29, & 21. The numbers 29 & 21 are 
in red; black numbers are 408 & 585. 
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Q. What part of that tract is low? 

A. Squares 56, 55, 38, 37, 20, 19, 5, 18, 21, 36, 39, 54, 57, 58, 53, 
40, 35, 22, 17, 23, 34, 41, 52, 59, 60, 51, 42, 33, 24, 15. Squares on 
the line of Bellechasse street are not as low as the others—25, 32, 
43, 50, 61, 62, 49, 44, 31, 26, 50, 45, 48, 65, G4, 47, 46, & 29. Those 
on the line in blue of the lower line of the Blane reservation are not 
as low as those on the line of Canal Carondelet that are very low 
and marshy ; by the lower line I mean the west line of the Blane 
reservation. 

Q. What portion of this property is occupied and what portion 
unoccupied ? 

A. You may say from the lower side of St. Phillip street and very 
few houses on the low land of Blane tract. It would be difficult for 
me to point out every portion that is occupied in the low part of 
Blane tract. Few portions of it /s occupied and the rest is vacant, 
without any fence and improvements whatever. 

(). Are there not tracts of land adjacent to or near the Blane tract 
partially or totally unimproved or unoccupied ” 

A. Yes, sir. 
od545 (). Are there not a number of squares of land between 
Canal street and the Blanc tract which are vacant and un- 
improved ? | 

A. Well, certainly there is, and a great quantity. 

Q. Can you state the reason that that property is unimproved ? 

A. On account of the lowness of the ground and overflow. 

Q. Is not all the property in the Blane tract suburban property ? 

A. Yes, sir; but I do not know exactly how far it begins. 

Q). These lands that I have asked you about between Canal 
strect and the Blane tract, are they or not embraced in the Gravier 
claim ? 

A. I do not know, but I think not. 

X-examination : 

(). What personal knowledge have you that the owners of a num- 
ber of squares between Canal street and the Blane tract have not 
improved the same on account of the lowness of the ground and 
overflow ? 

A. No personal knowledge from the owners themselves to me, ex- 
cept what I have felt myself by owning low ground on Blane tract. 

(). What effect, from your personal knowledge, if any, has the 
Gaines litigation had towards checkjng the improvements on the 
Blane tract? 

(Objected to by solicitor of defendants on the ground that the wit- 
ness is asked an opinion, and is only here for the purpose of testify- 
ing to faets. 

2nd. That this is no X-examination of the witness, as he has not, 
in his direct examination, stated anything whatever in reference to 
the effect of the Gaines litigation, and consequently this is no X-ex- 
amination of the witness; this is more properly a question for the 
court, and not the witness, to determine. 
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The master admits the question because it relates to matters of 
fact pertinent to the issue herein, and because, also, he does not 
think that the questions on X-examination are limited to the mat- 

ters inquired into by the examination-in-chief.) 
oS44 A. To my personal knowledge it has had no effect since 
1848 till the time I was sued, which was on the 22d Noveim- 
ber, 1865, because I was entirely ignorant that Mrs. Gaines had any 
right upon what they call Blane tract, the part I had bought on the 
13th June, 1848. 

Q. Do you state that you never heard of the suit brought in 1856 
or 1857 by Mrs. Gaines against the City of New Orleans in the U.S. 
circuit court for the Blane tract? : 

A. Most positively I did not know it, and never heard of it. I 
resided in the city at the time, and was in possession of some of the 
Blane tract at that time. Since I was sued it‘ has had the effect of 
preventing me to improve, if the land were susceptible of improve-_ 
ment, because the result would have been a loss of what I would 
have put to it, and I would have acted very unwisely. 

Q. Do you not know that a similar effect has caused to other pos- 
sessors of the Blane tract sued by Mrs. Gaines? 

A. To my personal knowledge, I cannot answer. 

Q. What, if any, is the difference between the grade of Claiborne 
street: at its junction with Esplanade and its junction at Canal 
street ? | 

A. Not being a surveyor, I cannot answer. It would require the 
knowledge of a surveyor or engineer. 

Q. Is the land higher or lower at the junction of Claiborne street 
and Esplanade and the junction of Claiborne and Canal street? 

A. It isa great deal higher at the junction of Claiborne and Es- 
planade street. 

Q. Is the land higher or lower at the junction of Broad and Es- 
planade street than at the junction of Broad and Canal streets ? 

A. Itisbigher. I think a great deal higher. <% 

(). Hlow as to the junction of Broad and Ursuline streets and the 
junction of Broad and Canal streets ? 


(General objection by solicitor for defendant to all the questions as 
irrelevant.) 


A. It is higher on Broad and Ursuline. 
Re-examined : 


0845 Q. How do you know it is higher at the corner of Espla- 
nade and Claiborne than it is at the corner of Claiborne and 
Canal? , 

A. Because by the raise of water of Lake Ponchartrain it reached 
the corner of Canal and Claiborne before it did corner of Esplanade 
and Claiborne ; in fact it did never cover it to my knowledge. 

Q. How far is it from the Blane tract ? ‘ 

_ A. tis 9 squares distance from the Blane tract. This property 
is Ridge property. There is no Ridge property in the Blane tract. 
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H. McCarry being sworn as a witness in the case of P. 
Avegno, Jr. : 

Q. Are you acquainted with the property in the possession of P. 
Avegno, Jr., claimed by Mrs. Gaines in this suit? 

A. Yes,sir, am. It is situated in the Blane tract.” I have known 
all the prope rty in the Blane tract since | was a child, say from 8 to 
9 years of age, when I went there daily with my father. The lots 
are vacant, all of them, and unimproved. 

Q). Is it susceptible in its present condition of being used for any 
purpose whatever 

A. No, sir; unless filled. 

Q. Is this property subject to overflow ? 

A. Yes, it is not only from the rise of the lake, but from heavy 
and constant rains. 

Q. Has this property ever, to your knowledge, been used by Mr. 
Avegno for any purpose whatever. 


A. No, sir; not to my knowledge. I have been in the habit of 


passing there daily, and if it had been put to any use I would have 
known it. 


X-examination: 


Q. Is not one of the reasons, to your personal knowledge, as de- 
rived from the defendant Avegno, for not filling the lots is that owing 
to the suit of Mrs. Gaines against him he might lose the cost of fill- 
ing ? | 
A. I cannot answer this question, as Mr. Avegno has not made 
any comments on the subject to me. 

Q. What effect, as regard- the filling of the lots in the Blane tract 
when required for cultivation or use, to your personal knowledge, the 
Gaines litigation had ? 


(Objected to by defendants on the same reasons as stated 
5846 in the objection to the X-examination of Mr. Avegno at pages 
» 22 & 25 of his testimony, which is considered as now made.) 


A. To my personal knowledge, it has prevented it. 


J. L. GUBERNATOR, sworn on behalf of P. Avegno, Jr., and gener- 
ally on all the defendants represented by Mr. Urron and McCoyn- 
NELL, a list of which will be furnished: 


QQ. What is your occupation ? 

A. Lam dealing in timber and am President of a bank. I have 
resided here 30 years and over. 

Q. Are you one of the defendants in the Gaines suit? 

A. Yes, sir; unfortunately. 

Q. Where is the property Mrs. Gaines claims from you located ? 

A. It is old numbers 40 & 48, new numbers 447 & 402 on map 
of Blane tract. 11 lots in one square and 1% lots in the other. 1 
know the Blane tract, it is all low land except a shp running along 
the eastern boundary of it. In its present condition it is not sus- 
ceptible of any use whatever unless it is filled up, and then it would 


b 
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be very uncertain about finding an occupant for it, because there is 
much vacant property nearer the city, which is not embraced in the 
Gaines claim, requiring less filling which still remains unimproved. 
There are some few places that have buildings on. On a portion of 
square 57 there is a little building. There was a factory on square 
58, one square further out—it has been abandoned for many years. 
I believe there is a small house on square 54, on Broad street. I 
believe it is square 54. The lowness of the ground and the ex- 
pense of filling it up and the remoteness from the city have pre- 
vented the property from yielding any revenue—it is all suburban 
property. 

Q. What income, revenues, profits, or value for use or occupation 
could Mrs. Gaines have received or derived from said lands, or any 
part thereof, had she been in possession ? 

A. She could not have derived a cent without incurring the ex- 
pense of filling; even then her revenue would be uncertain, for the 
reasons already stated. 

DS8AT The last part of the answer objected to by complainant, 
" being a mere matter of opinion. 

Objection overruled by the master. 

Q. If Mrs. Gaines had been left undisturbed in the possession of 
said property, would or could she by ordinary good management 
have caused said property, or any part thereof, to produce any rent, 
income, revenue, or value for use. 

Same objection as to last question and same ruling. 


A. No; and it would have bankrupted her to pay the taxes on it. 

Q. Are there not a large number of squares of ground between 
Canal street and the Blane tract, which are vacant and have re- 
mained vacant and have never been improved, and is not this prop- 
erty equally as high and more favorably located than that of the 
Blane tract ? 

A. As far out from the city asthe Blane tract and west of the 
Canal Carondelet, extending over to the new canal, is nearly all va- 
cant, excepting some improvements on Broad St., on Canal street, 
and a little improvements on some of the other streets. The land 
as you receed- from the Bayou St. John gradually rises a little, that 
is the very lowest point in the basin formed by the River ridge, the 
Metairie ridge, the ridge at Camp Parapette, and the ridge along 
which Esplanade street runs, formed by Bayou Sauvage. The water 
running from the draining from the new canal before any ditches 
were cut run- into the Bayou St. John at its present junction with 
Canal Carondelet, indicating that the land was higher and the same 
levels are there now only where the lots are filled. 

Q. Are there not tracts of land adjacent to the Blane tract totally 
unoccupied and unimproved outside of the Blane tract ? 

A. There is a great deal of property all around the Blane tract 
not improved on the east side, on the west side, across the Canal 
Carondelet, and on the side next to the city there is a great deal of 
vacant property. 


oy” 
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5848 Q. Do you know why this property remains vacant and 
unimproved ? 

A. From the want of tenants & general principles that no 
man would leave his property idle when he could get a tenant for 
it. The market is very much overstocked with vacant property 
and no demand; the property has never been occupied. <A great 
deal of it 1s more fay ie located than the Blane tract. 

X-examination: 

(). What effect, to your personal knowledge, has the Gaines litiga- 
tion regarding the Blane tract had as regards these defendants fill- 
ing the lots when required, and the general improvement of the 
property? 

Objected to by the defendant on the ground that the witness is 
asked an opinion, and is only here for the purpose of testifying to 
facts. 2d. That this is no x-examination of the witness, as he has 
not in his direct examination anything whatever in regards to the 
Gaines litigation; and that if he is examined on that subject, that 
complainant must make this witness his witness. 


The master rules as heretofore on the testimony of defendant, 
Avegno, and admits the question. 


A. I don’t know that it had any effect; it had none with me. [| 
considered the property was mine until the court decided it was not. 
If | could have got filling without it costing me such an amount, | 
should have filled some of my lots. 

(2. Had you seen this property before you bought it ? 

A. I had seen it many a time before I bought it. 

Q. Is it not to your “pepe. that this suburb in the Blane tract 
is an older suburb and was earlier settled in part than similar rear 
land above Canal St.? 

(). It was when [ first saw it 50 years ago; it was about what is 
now the property the same distance out from the river above 
Canal street;.was not quite so clear of stumps, brush, and under- 
growth, but it was about as well drained as this. Common St. 
shell road was about completed the Ist year or two after I came here, 
though that land, so far as I can recollect, there was but little differ- 
ence between the two; there were no houses on either. 


5849 Redirect: 


Q. When did you purchase the property in the Blane tract, and 
under what circumstance ? 

A. I took it for a bad debt from John Hoey. I bid in more lots 
than enough to cover my claim against Hoey, because he told me I 
could pay the difference in Confederate money ; this was at an aue- 


tion sale; this was in 1562, just before Gen’! Butler came. 
It now being 4} p. m., this case was continued until 12 o'clock to- 
morrow, 4th instant. 


T. TH. HIGINBOTHAM. 
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Myra C. GAINES \ 
vs. No. 3668. 
P. H. Monsseaux et al. ( 


New ORLEANS, 12 m., 4 June, 1873. 

This case continued from yesterday was called. 

Present: Mr. W. Reed Mills solicitor for complainant; Mr. C; E. 
Schmidt solicitor for defendants. 

Mr. J. V. Gourdain called for the defendants generally. 

(The taking of Mr. Gourdain’s testimony was postponed until 
later in the afternoon, when his own solicitor will examine him.) 

Mr. C. E. Schmidt left in quest of Mr. Dugazon. 


Mr. C. T. DuGazon sworn on behalf of A. Rochereau and the de- 
fendanis generally: 
(. You are a member of the firm of A. Rochereau & Co.* 
A. Lam. 
(Q). That firm has been acting as agents of owners of real estate 
in and about this city ever since its establishment, has it not? 
A. Yes; and to my own personal knowledge for 25 years. 
Q. As such it has seen to the renting of real property in this city 
and neighborhood, and to the colle ting of reats? 
A. The business of the house was in renting property, collecting 
rents, and paying taxes. 
(). How long have you resided in this city? 
A. 27 ¥ears. 
Q. And you have been connected with the house of Rochereau & 
Co. either as partner or clerk for that time? 
A. For 25 years. 
Q. You know the lots which Mrs. Gaines has recovered from A. 
Rochereau & Co. in this suit? 
A. Y CS. 
Q. Is the land high or low? 
A. These lots, especially the ones that front on Broad street, are 
very low. 
Q. Do you know whether there are ‘any improvements in the im- 
mediate vicinity of these lots? 
A. Very little, if any. 
(). Were any efforts made to rent out these lots with a 
5850 view of obtaining revenue from them? 
| A. The 10 lots that front on Broad street, being a large 
body of land, I tried to rent them, but without success. 
Q. Can you tell us the reason of the impossibility of renting these 
lots? 
A. The reason was, that the ground was unfit for cultivation as 
heing too low, because the |: nds were overflowed. 
Q. Are these overflow of _— nt occurrence in that part of the 
city ? 
A. Whenever there are heavy rains. 
Q. Was any attempt made to make some disposition of the prop- 
erty to avoid ‘the necessity of paying taxes upon it? 


THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 4637 


A. I never made any attempt to sell the place, I only tried to 
rent it. 

Q. Was there any demand for that kind of: property, or in that 
locality ? 

A. There is very little demand, and that demand is only for 
property not subject to overflow. 

(). Are there any city cars running In the immediate vicinity of 
these lots? 

A. For some years past there has been a line of cars passing in 
the neighborhood. I cannot say how far off. It was the Dumaine 
road that comes back sometimes by St. Peter street. 

Q. Have you been able, notwithstanding your efforts, to derive 
any profits from the property for the owner during the time your 
firm had control of it? 

A. There was never any revenue derived from the property. 

Q. Is that the only property in the Blanc tract that you have any 
particular knowledge of as coming under the administration of your 
firm ? 

A. This is the piece that I have the best knowledge of. 


By Mr. Upton, for the defendants generally: 


Q. Are there not a number of squares vacant and unimproved 
between Canal street & the Blane tract ? 

A. I know there are many squares and lots vacant between Canal 
street and St. Peter street. ) 

Q. Is not this property as favorably located as the property-in the 
Blane tract. I speak of the vacant property between Canal and St. 
Peter street, to which you have just referred ? 

A. About as favorably situated. 
5851 (). What has been the reason that this property has not 
been = proved ? 

A. Because, as I already stated, it is subject to overflow. 


X-examined: 


(). Is it not true or not that property situated in the First district, 
between Canal & Julia and St. Charles and Claiborne strtets, had to 
be filled before being built on? 

A. To my knowledge I sold several lots in the district alluded to, 
and they were built upon without being filled. 

Q. Was not that sectioned (mentioned) originally generally low ? 

A. That section was about the same as the other below Canal 
street. I mean between Royal, Canal, Claiborne, «& Orleans streets. 

Q. Was ever this property of Rochereau ditched ? 

A. We made a banquet. No ditches were made because they were 
deemed useless. 

@. Did Mr. Rochereau fill them ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Did he do any thing to render these lots subject to use or eulti- 
vation ? 

A. He made sidewalks & banquets and a fence around the lots. 
That’s all he did or could do. 
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Q. What, if any, effect has Mrs. Gaines’ suits, for the recovery of 
property in the Blane tract, had towards checking the improvement 
of the same by the possessors ? 

Defendants object to this question on the grounds and for the 
reasons fully set forth in the objections to the testimony of Mr. P. 
Avegno, Jr., taken on June 3, 778, and both the master and counsel 
for compl: \inant consider the same objections were made and dis- 
pense to defendants from reiterating the same. 


A. I do not know. 

men, 

Witness was now allowed to leave with the understanding that he 
may be recalled for continued X-examination by the solicitor of the 
complainant. 


Mr. JuLEs CAssarp appears for himself and the defendants gen- 
erally, and was sworn: 

Q. What is your occupation ? 

A.- Vice-president of the Germania National Bank. I have been 
connected with that bank about 14 years. I was born in the city of 

New Orleans. 
5852 (). Are you one of the defendants in the Gaines suits ? 
A. lam. 

(), Can you deseribe where the property claimed from you by Mrs. 
Gaines is located ? 

A. On Dumaine street, between White and Dupré; there are 20 
lots. 

(). Ilow long have you been in possession of this property ? 

A. Since 1870 or 1872. 

(). What is the character and condition of this property ? 

A. Well, it is vacant property, overflowed whenever we have a 
big rain, and unfit to be occupied. 

(). Is it or notsusceptible to be used for any purpose whatsoever in 
its present condition? 

A. None whatever 

(). Ilave*you ever tried to sell this property ? 

A. Very often; I tried to give it away. I took it for a bad debt; 
I was willing to give it away, as I was tired of paying the taxes. 

(). Have you ever tried to rent or derive any revenue or income 
or value for us from this property ? 

A. Yes, sir; I have tried very often in going down there myself 
incompany with builders toexamine the ground, and was told thatif 1: 
was to put upa house there I could not rent it except to frogs or craw- 
fish, and could derive no revenue. The property was assessed by 
Mr. Herwig at $500, and [ asked Mr. Herwig if he would be willing 
to give $500 for the property, and he would not take it. 

Q. Then, Mr. Cassard, you were unable to sell this property at 
that price? 3 

A. No, sir; not at that price or any other price; this was 2 years 
ago, in 1876, when Mr. Herwig was State assessor. 

Q. Have you ever derived any revenue whatever from it? 
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A, No, not a cent; the place is under water the least rain we have. 

(). What income, revenue, profit, value for use, or occupation could 
Mrs. Gaines have received or derived from said land, or any part 
thereof, had she been in possession ? 

(Objected to by complainant on the ground as it was a mere 
matter of opinion. Master permits the question.) 


A. She could not have derived any revenue from it, when I, who 
was interested in improving the property, if such a thing could have 
been done, even if was only to defray the expenses of taxes, 

5853 have been unable to derive any revenue. 

Q). If Mrs. Gaines had been left undisturbed in the posses- 
sion of said property would or could she by ordinary good manage- 
ment have caused said property, or any part thereof, to produce any 
rent, income, or value for use ? 

(Sume objections as to the last question, and same ruling.) 


A. Never; as there is any quantity of vacant land all around the 
property. 

(). Have you a general knowledge and acquaintance with the 
property embraced in and included in what is known as the Blane 
tract? 

A. No. 

X-examined: 

Q. Did you ever fill any of these lots, or fence them? 

A. No; I wanted and was anxious to do so. 

Q. You stated that you had often tried to give away these lost ? 

A. Yes,sir; and I repeat it, on account of the taxes. 

(. How soon after vou bought them were you anxious to give 
them away? 

A. About two years; the assessments were very high, say, about 
$1,500, and seeing that I could do nothing with them, either im- 
prove them or sell them. 

(). Why, then, did you not surrender them to Mrs. Gaines when 
she sued you? : 

A. Because I believed that she had no claim to the property ? 

(). What effect, if any, to your personal knowledge had the suits 
of Mrs. Gaines ‘against the various possessors of the Blane tract in 
checking or retarding the improvement of said property ? 

(Defendant make same objections to this question as when pro- 
pounded to other witnesses, and master rules as heretofore.) 

A. None whatever. 

I’. Foy, sworn in behalf of defendants, represented by Mr. Uprox 
& Mr. McConne.e: 

I reside in the city ; was born here; I am engaged in the marble 
business: I am one of defendants in this suit. 

(). Where is the property claimed by Mrs. Gaines from you situ- 
ated ? 
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A. Between Broad, Dumaine, White, & St. Philip streets, in what 
is usually known as tho “ Blane tract.” I have occasion most 
5854 every day to visit this tract. 
Q. What is the general condition and character of this 
Blane tract? 

A. It is a very low place. It is subject to overflow. After every 
rain there is 2 feet water, except in some little spots that I filled up. 

(). Is tliis property susceptible to be used for any purpose in its 
present condition ? 

A. No, sir; on account of water. I tried on several occasions to 
make a garden, but could not. I have known the property for 30 or 
40 years. I have been hunting there every year, and even now I go 
there to hunt snipe after every rain. I shot ducks on this tract this 
past winter. There was 3 feet water there near the basin, between 
Dumaine street and Canal Carondelet. 

Q. Are you well aequainted with property between Canal street & 
the Blane tract? , 

A. Tam. 

Q. ‘Are there not a large number of squares of ground, or lots, 
between Canal street and the Blane tract which are vacant, and have 
remained vacant and unimproved ? 

A. There are. . 

Q. Why has this property between Canal street and the Blane 
tract remained unimproved ? 

A. After a heavy rain there is plenty of water there. It has been 
overflowed several times. 

(Q. Is not this property as favorably situated as the Blane tract 
claimed by Mrs. Gaines? . 

A. Yes, and more so, being nearer Canal street. 

(). What income, revenue, profits, or value for use or oceupation 
could Mrs. Gaines have received or derived from the said lands in 
the Blane tract, or any part thereof, had she been in possession ? 


Complainant makes same objection as to similar questions before, 
and with same rulings. 


A. I cannot say as to any except my own. The others are like 
my own, and I do not believe she could have derived any benefit 
from any portion of the tract. I have to pay some one to watch my 
pickets ; otherwise they would be stolen & taken away. 

Q. Are you acquainted with the property in the possession of P. 
Avegno, Jr., in the Blane tract claimed by Mrs. Gaines in this 

sult ? 
5855 A. lam. I would not take it and have to pay the taxes 
on it, because it is too low; every rain it overflows. 

Q. Are you acquainted with the property.of Mr. Gourdain ? 

A. Yes,I am. It is a good place to take a foot bath. It is a very 
low place. 


X Examined: 


Q. Do I understand you to say that your property is worth noth- 
ing? 


ees oi Ad 
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A. It is worth very little. It is worth to me $1,500 dollars, be- 
cause I put some cattle there sometimes, and after rain I have to go 
and take them out from there. I have filled some of the lots and 
improved the property. 

Q. Do you know what parties have improved their property in 
the Blane tract? 

A. Mr. Fuentes, who lives 2 blocks from me, has improved his 
property. I never went in his place. I have gone close by it some 
times, but not often. It is 2 blocks below my place, and that is the 
reason I do not go by it often. I only know that the residence was 
his dwelling. Does not think it is a fair building. I believe a fire 
burned part of it. 

Q. What other person do you know who have improvements on 
the Blane tract ? 

A. I know a few houses on Broad street as I pass by. I do not 
know any others on the Blane tract. 

Q. Ilave you been over the whole Blane tract in 5 years? 

A. No. I went overa portion it. I hunted there in the winter. 

Q. Who are the owners of these few houses you refer to? 

A. I don’t know. 

Q. Do you know P. a t 


A. No. 
Q. Do you know J. Bazac? 
A. No. 


Q. Do you know J. Abadie ? 

A. I don’t know J. Abadie who has a house on the Blane tract. 

Q. Do you know Jos. Despau ? 

A. No. 

(). Do you know P. Meneville ? 

A. No. 

Q. Do you know E. Paurelle ? 

A. No. 

Q. Do you know O’Daugherty ? 

A. No; I do not. 

Q. Do you or do you not know how many different lots or squares 
in the whole of the Blane tract are improved ? 

A. I do not. It would not pay me to go and look. 

Q. What has been, to your knowledge, the effect of Mrs. 

5856 Gaines’ suits against the various possessors of a portion of the 


Blane tract in checking or retarding improvements ? 
Same objections made as to similar questions propounded and 
same ruling by master. 


A. It done part of it and the overflow the balance. I mean by 
this that the value of the property has declined by the suits and by 
the overflow. It has checked improvements on the property. The 
suit has checked improvements on the property. 


Redirect 


Q. What has been the effect of the overflow ? 
A. It has been to kill everything on the place. I had some fruit 
2914 
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trees but they all died. IT filled up part of my property. The fruit 
trees were on the part filled up. The filling cost me about $1,000. 
I spent $2— or $3,000 for the buildings without counting the fill- 
ing. : 

Q). Has this property improved, or — it is ever yielded you any 
revenue or rental ? 

A. No, sir; I never received more than $100, and I spent more 
than $1,000 for a keeper of the place. 

(). Would any person who is able to pay any rent live on your 
property * 

A. No, sir; the first rain they would leave it. Some part of the 
time some parties occupied it for nothing, and sometimes I had to 
pay them for staying there—this was after overflow—this was after 
| had improved it. 

Lucien Favuctur, sworn on behalf of the defendants generally : 


(. Where do you live? 

A. On White St., between St. Peter and Toulouse. I am a gar- 
dener. ° 

(). Is the place you live on filled ? 

A. Yes, sir; it has been filled by inyself about 25 feet. 

(). What is the size of the lot you live on ? 

A. 100 feet by 182 feet; it cost plenty labor and plenty money to 
fill up the lots; the filling is no account, it is soft. 

(). Are you the owner of the Jots ? 

A. Yes, sir; I paid something like $800 at that time. 

(). What is the value of the labor and material you used to fill up 
these lots? 

A. More than $1,500. 

(). Have you found it a profitable investment ? 
5857 A. No, sir; every year | am drowned out once or twice. 

Q). You have used every endeavor to make that’ property 
as profitable to yourself as you could ? 

A. Yes, sir; every cent 1 was making [ would put in that prop- 
erty. 

(). How long since vou owned it? 

A. Since 1867. 

(. What is the average net profit that this property gave you an- 
nually ? 

A. Hardly $50. 

Q. Would it have been possible for any one to derive any greater 
profit from the property during the time you have had it? 

A. No, sir; I did my best. The property that I own and am 
speaking of is involved in the suit of Mrs. Gaines. Mr. Hernandez 
has since made a compromise with Mrs. Gaines. 

(). Is the vicinity of your lots low? 

A. Oh, yes; it is the lowest of the whole 135 acres of the Blane 
tract. | | 

(). Is your immediate neighborhood very low ? 

A. Such lands in my immediate neighborhood that are not filled 
up are 23 feet lower than mine. 
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A. After a heavy rain is it possible to reach or get away from 
your place ? 

A. Yes, sir; in the water. We lost our health and all our family 
on account of the water. I lost my wife last year owing to the 
swampy nature of the land. 

Q. If you were not cultivating the place yourself could you easily 
rent it, and what could you get for it? 

A. Not much; may be, for the whole of my lots I could get $5 
per month & be paid. 

Q. Would you have laid out $1,500 in filling the pli ice if you had 
known what would have been the result to you? 

A. I don’t think I would. 


X-examined : 


(. Who built the house on the property ? 
A. Myself and a carpenter. 
Q. What did the house cost you? 
. About $300. I commenced building about 1 year after buy- 
e. in 1868. I did not know that the ground was low and subject 
to overflow previous to my commencing building. I did not visit 
the place before purchasing it and I only visited it once before build- 
ing on it. I could see by the looks at the time I bought it 
5858 that it was low land but I did not mind it. 


By the Master: I did work on a property belonging to Mr. Sur- 
lie since my purchase and before [ built. 1 worked there for 7 years 
since the year 1867. The land was very low and I lost my crops 
each year. I only made half crops, but the money I made was on 
account of my retailing at the french market. I retail there some 
of the products of the land, and the balance 1 purchase from other 
gardners. 

To Mr. Miiis: The Soulie place is across the fence in the same 
square. I made the $50 net from vegetables. I lived in the house 
during the time. 


Redirect : 
To Mr. Scumipr: I worked myself to raise the vegetables on the 
place. 
Pau. Breyarp, sworn on behalf of defendants generally : 


Q. Where do you reside? 
A. Cor. Dumaine & Miro. I know the Blane tract; the land is 


generally low; there is considerable vacant property in the Blane 


tract ; it is fit for nothing at all. No gardening can be made on it, 

because each time a rain comes it kills everything you have planted ; 

it overflows the land; there is some portions the water don’t cover. 
I lived about 35 years ‘on part of the Blanc tract. I have seen plenty 
parties try to make gardens on the yacant lots in the Blane 
tract; after trying for some time the parties eventually gave up iry- 
ing to do gardening work on those vacant lots; some of these lots 


had houses on, others not. It was not reé asonably possible to derive 
mf 
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a sufficient revenue from the lots in which attempt- [at] gardening 
was tried to pay t: LXes thereon. 
X-Examination : 
To Mr. Mitts: I will be 22 years old next month. I am a ear- 
penter. 
(). Mention the names of any of the owners of the property that 
you have just been speaking of in your last direct answer. 
A. Mr. H. Estain, Mr. Macarty, one of the defendants ; Mr. Gun- 
dar. I cannot tell what Madame Hestain’s taxes were a year; 
5859 can’t tell about how much; [ cannot tell how much Mr. Ma- 
carty’s taxes area year; I cannot tell how much Mr. Gun- 
dan- tax Was a year. | lived » years on the Blane tract, on’ Du- 
maine street between White & Brown, and worked at my trade. 


Some part of Foy’s ground is high enough to keep cattle on and other 


part is not high enough for a gardener. I tried it myself. 


Redirect : 

Q. You have said that you did not think the property that you 
have been speaking of Lrought revenue enough to pay the taxes, and 
you have just said that you did not know what the amount of the 
taxes on the property was; how ts if, then, that you stated that the 
revenue was insuflicient to pay the taxes? 

A. Beeause the products being nothing at alll, on account of the 


frequent overflowage of the land. 


X-Examined: 

To Mr. Mitris: I swear that none of the parties on the Blane tract 
raised or sold eo I mean those that I mentioned above. 

By the Master: Q. Please furnish me with the names of all the 
pe rsolis Vou hi ave spoke n of above WwW ho to your know le dge his ave tr lead 
to cultivate the land and had to abandon it because useless, as stated 
by vou. 

A. I know of but 5; only Madame Pierre, Mrs. Hestain, and Mrs, 
Massou ; they were on the land of Macarty & Gourdain; Mrs. Hes- 
tain was on her own property. I know of none others. 

And now, it bei ing 5 o'clock, this examin: tion Was adjourned un- 
til to-morrow, 12 o'clock m. 


The master having left to the solicitors of the defendants, Messrs. 
McConnell, Sehmidt, & Upton the interpretation to be given to the 


time allowed by the order of 29th May, whether the examination of 


witnesses should be ended on Wednesday, the 12th of June, or on 
Saturday, the 15th, the said solicitors being also notified that during 


the same time the complainant, under a similar order of court of 


date Ist of June, would be entitied to adduce additional tes- 
5860 timony, Mr. McConnell left the decision of the matter to 
Messrs. Schmidt & Upton, who decided that testimony should 
only be taken until Wednesday, the 12th June, inclusively. Messrs, 
McConnell and Upton claimed that the whole of said time should 
be devoted to the defendant’s testimony, but the master gave them 
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notice of said order of Ist June, 1S78, and told them that thereunder 
he would also allow evidence on behalf of complainant. 


T. TL. TIGINBOPILAM. 


Myra C. Gaines 
vs. -No. 36638. 
P. H. Monsseaux & al. J 
OTH JUNE, 1878. 
H{. k. Upton on behalf of defendants. 


Mr. R.S. Lynxp, sworn on behalf [of] P. Avegno and the defend- 
ants generally : 

lam a resident ef the city of N. O.; was born here. I am 69 
years of age. I have been living on the Blane tract for the past 28 
years. I havea general knowledge of the localitv. I have some 
idea of the locality from a residence of 28 years on the property. I 
reside at the continuation of Ursuline and St. Jolin, Bayou St. John 
facing the bayou. On the ridge, generally speaking, the land is 
highest,all the balance is low. ‘Take St. Phillip & Dumaine street-, 
f squares are high and the remainder is low, a perfect swamp: that 
is, it was always considered a swamp, notwithstanding the draining 
machine; the water remained on the land more or less. With fill- 
ing, perhaps, he might be able to make use of some of the low prop- 
erty, and in its present condition, if he wanted to risk it. I might 
mnake one or two crops, but it would be risky on account of the rain 
it might receive and the time it might remain upon it. I know a 
man on Orleans street that lost his crop two years from the rain. 1 
would not be certain whether the two years were In succession. 


Jos. KLAp, sworn on behalf of Mr. P. Avegno and the defendants 
generally : 

[am 75 years old. I have lived on the Blane tract sinee 1522. 

I lived with Evariste Blane. Iam a gardener. I know all 

o861 of the Blane tract from St. John St. to St. Philip street is 

high and all the balance is low. The ground is so low that 

it does not pay to cultivate it, and every one who tried to cultivate 

it from Dumaine to Canal Carondelet have ruined themselves. That 

part of St. Phillip street going towards Broad street is good for noth- 

ing, but that part going to the bayou is good enough for cultivation. 

With my experience, which extends over 50 years, I could do noth- 

ing out of these low lands by cultivation. It would be impossible 


‘to do anything there; the water would kill the fruit trees if planted. 


I mean subject to overflow, both by water from rain and water from 
the lake. It is not a healthy place to live in. No low place is 
healthy. 

It now being 3 p. m., and there being no further witnesses to ex- 
amine, the case was continued until to-morrow, 6th June, at 11 
o clock a m. 


T. H. HIGIN BOTILAML. 
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12 M., 6 Jung, 1875. 
Case called. 


Jos. Kiar, recalled, X-examined by Mr. MIL:s: 


Q. What effect has the Gaines litigation had on the property in 
the Blane tract? 

A. I can’t tell you anything about that; all the information I can 
give is as to the value of the lands. 

Q. Are you acquainted with many people living on that land? 

A. IL could not have known many people, as but few live there, 
many years ago, but they have disappeared. There are still several 
persons living on that tract, but they are almost exolusively dairy 
men, no gardeners, or hardly any. | : 

Q. Between what streets is the property of Mr. Blane, on which 
you worked ? 

A. Between St. Phillip, Bayou St. John, and First street. 

Q. When did you leave there ? 

A. I ceased residing on the Blane tract over 50 years ago. I have 
since resided on Esplanade street, opposite Jockey Club building. 


Redirect: 


Q. Have you continued to notice the Blane tract since you left it? 

A. It was continually under my observation ever since. 

EK. Bouny, sworn for the defendants generally : 

My occupation is that of real estate broker in the City of N. O. for 

the past 12 years. 
5862 (). Have you any knowledge of the Blane tract claimed by 
Mrs. Gaines? 

A. I have seen it, but I have no good recollection of it. I am 
familiar with property in that locality. There is very little improve- 
ment that I could see; it is very low. I hardly think any gardening 
could be done on it, as it would be lost in any heavy rain or the rising 
of the lake. I think in proportion there is a very small part of the 
property in the neighborhood of this tract improved. 

(). Has there been much; if any, demand for property in that 
vicinity ? 

A. Not tomy knowledge. I have sold property in nearly every 
quarter of the city. If there had been any demand for property in 
the vicinity of this tract I think I would have known it. The main 


reason is that it is so far from the city center, and the ground is so. 


low great danger of overflow. 

Q. From your knowledge of the property in the Blane tract, and 
the vicinity, could any one with any ordinary good management 
derive any revenue from this property ? 


Objected to, as a mere matter of opinion. 


A. Ordinary good management would not have been sufficient; it 
would have required heavy outlays besides. 
Q. What would the outlay have been required for? 
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A. In the first place for the filling of the lots, and then the doing 
away of the difficulty of access to fo most of the property. 

Q. Are there not, and has there not, for a considerable time, to 
your knowledge, been lands on the outskirts of the city offering 
greater inducements for improvements and at less expense than this? 

Objected to, as leading. Maintained by the master. 

(Q). How does this land and land in its vicinity compare with other 
improved property on the outskirts of this city as to ellegibility of 
location and the amount of outlays for Improvements? 

A. Some other property on the outskirts could be improved at a 
lesser expense than this. 

Q. If any particular square or part of a square in this Blane traet 
were improved, could it be readily rented so as to yield a fair reve- 
nue? 

Object- to, as a matter of opinion. Overruled. 

5863 A. I think not. 


No X-examination. 


J. V. GourDAIN, sworn in his own case and in behalf of the de- 
fendants in general: 

I am 63 years of age. I came here when I was about 15 vears of 
age. I was born in this State. I have been living here about 45 
vears. Iam one of the defendants in the Gaines suits. I represent 
my wife. My property is embraced in what is generally known as 
the Blane tract. 

Q. Can you point out your property on the map marked U.S. 
circuit court No. 1, filed 5 June, 1878? 

A. Yes; it is on Dumaine street between Broad and White streets, 
in square 2lonthat map. The property isa poor place; small house; 
two rooms; little gallery in the rear; lots filled up well, about 5 feet. 

Complainant objects to any testimony as to the case of Mr. Gour- 
dain, as it is not in the reference. 

Master overrules the objection, as he is not limited under the term, 
of reference. : 

Q. Is this property high or low? 

A. It is low, but it has been filled up about 5 feet by Mr. Mouny; 
the filling cost him about $500. 

Q. Is, or is not, this property, even in its present condition, subject 
to overflow? 

A. Yes, it is. I have tried to cultivate vegetables there, but never 
could succeed, as they were always killed by water overflow, either by 
rain or from the lake. 

Q. Are you acquainted with that portion of the Blane tract claimed 
by Mrs. Gaines embraced between Dorgenois street, Bayou St. John, 
Carondelet walk, and Bellechasse street? 

A. Lam not well acquainted with it, as [ never went there before 
I purchased this property, it was so far away from the city, and there 
was no car until the last 8 years. The R. R. passes right in front of 
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my property, and that was my inducement for its purchase. Since 

I bought it I realized about $100 or $200, which I spent, and more 
than that, to keep the building in order, and the picket fence 

5864. which was thrown down a dozen times by the wind and the 
water, and I was obliged to pay to put it up again each time. 

I never made this statement before, because I was not asked it, if my 

memory serves me. 

No X-examination. 


Mr. JEAN SAUVAGE, sworn in his own behalf and of the defend- 
ants generally. : 


It is understood that Mr. Mills objects to all improved property: 
on the ground that such inquiry is not included in the reference of 
29th May, 1878. 


Mr. SAuvaGe: I am over 60 years old. I have lived in this city 
for 43 years. I do nothing in the way of business now, and for the 
last 3 years: previous to that time I was a broker. I am one of the 
defendants in this suit. I represent my wife. 


Objection by complainant’s solicitor, that he is incompetent, as he 
is being questioned as to matters in which his wife isa party defend- 
ant. 

The master rules that the judgment is against Mr. Jean Sauvage, 
the witness, and therefore his testimony is admissable. 


Q. Where is the property claimed from you by Mrs. Gaines in 
this suit situated ? 

A. It is situated in the square bounded by Van Buren, 5rd, Tou- 
louse, and Carondelet walk, No. 61 on the map No. 1. 

(). Is the property improved or unimproved ? 

A. It is not improved; it is very low and swampy. I went there 
day before yesterday, and the water was on itup to my knees. Since 
it came in my possession I have never been able to rent it or de- 
rive any revenue or even sell it for one-fourth (}) it cost me. I have 
tried to rent it and tried to sell it, but could not. In 1852 [ bought 
it of the City of N. O., at a city tax sale in the suit against Lafor, 
and in 1861 [ bought 4 more lots for $520. 1 paid $100 for the first 
3d and $520 for the last 4. I could do nothing with this property be- 
cause it was so low. 


Q. Could any one, with ordinary good management, have derived, 


any revenue from this property ? 
5865 Objected to, as opinion. Objection overruled. 


A. No, sir; if [ could have derived any revenue I would have 
improved it myself. A year after I bought the last lots I was sued 
by Mrs. Gaines, and I did not attempt to make any improvements, 
hecause I feared I would be evicted. I did not improve the prop- 
erty before that time, because it was low land. 

Q. Ask him if he does not mean, when he says low land, land that 


> 


is subject to overflow, both from rain and water from the lake? 


Objected to by complainant, as a leading question. Objection 
sustained. 


——_—_—_—_— 
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Q. What do you mean by low land? 

A. I mean by low land, land that contains water constantly when 
there is no issue to take it off. It is subject to overflow, both from 
rain water and the basin. 

q. Are you acquainted with other lands in the immediate vicinity 
of yours in the Blane tract ? 

A. Yes; and they are in the same condition as mine; I mean all 
that fronts Canal Carondelet. 

Q. Could other properties in the vicinity of your place have 
vielded any revenue? 

A. Ihave seen the property day before yesterday in the imme- 
diate vicinity of mine. 


X-examined : 


Q. How, having bought some of these lots in 1852 and found you 
could derive no revenue from them, you bought the other lots in 
1861? 

A. I believed that they would improve that part, and, having had 
already 3 lots, | bought then, the other 4 adjoining mine, in the name 
of my wife, and at the time I bought the last 4 1 had never heard 
of the suit of Mrs. Gaines claiming that tract. 


It being now 23 o’clock, this case was continued till to-morrow? 
Friday, 7th inst., at 12 m., and the master was requested to subpeena 
the following witnesses on behalf of the defence: Geo. Bischof, W. 
Zimmerman, P. J. Spear, H. Bacas, Juies Lavergne, C. E. Girardey, 
C. de Fuentes, L. H. Pilie. 


7TH JUNE, 1878, 12 M. 
This case, continued to this day and hour, was called. 


Mr. JuLes LAVERGNE, one of the defendants, sworn in his 
5866 own behalf and on behalf of the defendants generally: | 
bought the property situated between Orleans, St. Peter, 
Dupre, and White I think in 1558, at public auction. As soon as 
the purchase was made I was very much disappointed to see that 
the title came from Mr. Clark, as the suit of Mrs. Gaines was then 
pending I think. I did not care much about the property, and 
tried to sell it, but never could find a purchaser at any price. | 
never thought of fencing the square, because some squares in the 
neighborhood had been fenced that never could be put to any use, 
and in consequence the fences rotted under rain or tide-water from 
the lake. In time of storm there were sometimes 2 feet of water 
over the place, and from 6 inches to a foot of water over it when- 
ever there was a rain. The property was of the worse kind, and 
since a few years has been used as the public dumping ground of 
the City of N. O.; the stench in consequence was and is so great 
that it would sicken any one to go near it. Any attempt to improve 
that place would have been folly, taking above all that the drain- 
age Was so imperfect. My square is No. 40 on the plan No.1. 1 
never have been able to derive any revenue from it. I have never 
tried to rent it because it could not be rented. 
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Q. Could any one, by ordinary good management, have derived 
any revenue from it? 

Objected to by complainant as a matter of opinion. 

Objection overruled by the master. 

A. No, sir. 

(). How long have you lived in N. O.? 

A. 60 years; since ISIS. 

(). Have you a general knowledge and acquaintance with the 
property generally known as the Blanc tract ? 

A. Yes; I have been in the habit of riding out there near- every 


day. 
Q. What is the general condition and character of the I all in 


that tract, the Blane tract? 

A. It is a very low tract; it is subject to overflow 2 or 3 times 
during the year after heavy rains, to such an extent as to render 
the locality uninhabitable. 

(). Is that property in its present condition susceptible to be used 
for any purpose ? 

Objected to by complainant as a mere matter of opinion. 

OS67T Master rules as heretofore. 

A. I don’t believe it can; it is dunghill, and must be very un- 
healthy to live there; 1 would not try it. : 

Witness refers to his own property; the balance is very low land, 
subject to overflow. 

(). Is there not in the immediate vicinity of this property a great 
deal of vacant and unimproved property ? 

A. There is. 

(). Do you know why this property in the vicinity of. the Blane 
tract remains vacant and unimproved ? 

A. On account of its being very low and inundated the year 
round. 

(Q). Do you know anything of the value of real estate in New 
Orleans in the year 1837 ? 

A. I do; there was a kind of speculation and feverish excitement 
continually; all property in and in the neighborhood of New Or- 
leans had reached so high an estimate that it was soon followed by 
a general crisis and bankruptey 


X-examined: 
I have been nearly all my life, and Iam now 60 "heoea old, 
familiar with the locality, character and lowness of the Blane tract 
as above spoken of. 


Q. What reason do you give, with such helnsia ledge, for purchas- 
ing a portion of that Blane tract ? 

A. Well, [ thought at the time that the price paid for it was not 
very high, inasmuch as 1 had mone y to use In speculation of land, 
but I was very much deceived, as I said before, when I found that 
Mrs. Gaines had a claim : against it. 
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Q. How many squares is your property from the Fuentes prop- 
erty ? 

A. It is about 5 squares from the Fuentes property. 

Q. Are you not as well acquainted with the Fuentes property as 
any of the others on that tract ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

(). State fully the improvements on the Fuentes property. 


Objected to by defendants on the grounds that the Fuentes case 
is not embraced in this reference, and the master admits this ques- 
tion and all others of the same nature in so far as they lead to 
prove or disprove the capacity of the land for use or non- use or 
the productiveness of revenues. 


A. That I don’t know; I know it is improved. 
5868 Q. What, from your observation, do these improvements 
consist ? 

A. A dwelling-house, kitchen, and stable, and, | believe, there was 
a dwelling that was burned; I cannot deseribe the house; I believe 
there were trees & shrubbery, but | cannot say what kind? 

(. To the eye did it not have the appearance of a very well im- 
pre ved property ? 

A. It did look like a well improved property. 

Mr. Mills now presents a list of witnesses that he wishes to have 
summoned on behalf of the complainant for Monday, the 10th June, 
at 12 o'clock m. 

Mr. Upton, solicitor for defendants, now present, objects to the in- 
troduction of any evidence on the part of complainant on that day 
or any other day, before the 12th inst., which is the last day for tes- 
timony on behalf of defendants, under order ef 29th May, 1875, ex- 
cept if the defendants themselves have not concluded their testi- 
mony on that last-named day, on the ground that the order of 29th 
May gives to the defendants exclusively the whole of said time, and 
that the order of Ist of June allowing time to complainant for testi- 
mony on her behalf was ex parte and could not affect the rights of 
defendants. 

The master rules that he considers both orders equally obligatory 
on him; that he gave to the solicitors for the defendants on Tues- 
day, the 4th June, due notice of such order on behalf of complainant, 
and that thereunder he would also hear during the said period of 
14 days the evidence of complainant, and that under said state of 
things he left them to decide whether evidence should be heard until 
the 12th June or until 15th June, said solicitors deciding that the 
time given in the reference would end on the 12th June, inelu- 
sively. 

Defendant excepts to the ruling of the master, and ask- that the 
point be certified to the court on Monday, 10th inst., at 11 o'clock. 


b. 8. Harrison, sworn on behalf of the defendants generally : 
I am a resident of the City of N. O., and have resided here over 
44 years. I have been an alderman of the citv. I havea 
5869 general knowledge & acquaintance of real estate in the City 


of N. O. 
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Q. Are you acquainted with the property embraced in and in- 
cluded in what is known as the Blane tract claimed by Mrs. Gaines 
in this suit, sajd property being bounded by Dorgenois, Bellechasse 
streets, Bayou St. John, & Carondelet walk ? 

A. Yes; [ am acquainted with it; [ have known it for 56 years, 
but have known it intimately for 16 years; my residence has ad- 
joined it, but my more perfect knowledge arises from my having 


built the Orleans R. R. that runs immediately through the center of 


the tract; it is the lowest parcel of land that I know within the limits 
of the Metairie Ridge, Rampart street, the mew canal, and Esplanade 
street; my knowledge is derived from levels given to me by city 
surveyors in the construction of the Orleans R. R., aud that portion 
of the city R. R. built by me from Metairie Ridge to Claiborne 
street. | 

Solicitor for complainant calls for the grades furnished by the eity 
surveyor to the witnesses. 

(The witness explains:) Those grades are furnished to a R. R. con- 
structor in this way, based on an experience by me, after having 
been furnished with grades in the construction of portions of 6 city 
railroads—thus, the surveyor runs his lines first, and stakes the next 
by well-defined & substantial stakes, in distances to suit the con- 
tractor, then he takes his levels and the levels are given by notches 
on the line stakes, which are the centers of the roads; ‘these stakes 
remain and have never been removed by me or any contractor on 
this character of work until the whole work has been reeeived by 
the city surveyor, who has entire control of said work until finally 
receipted for by him, then the stakes are cut off and left at surface, 
and there is no written instruction ever submitted by plan or dia- 
gram than this mode. 

@. What income, revenue, or value for use could Mrs. Gaines have 
received or derived from said lands or any part thereof, had she 
been in possession; that is, of the Blane tract, already described ? 


DSTV Objected to by complainant. as a matter of opinion. 
Master rules as heretofore. 


A. None whatever. 

Q. Why not? 

A. Simply because by its surface it would be impossible to use it 
for any purpose, unless large expenditures be made to bring it above 
overflow, which has been attempted in many instances, and no party 
so attempting, altho’ large outlays have been made by them to my 
own personal knowledge, have been able to fill it up high enough 
to avoid overflows that has taken place and does take place at pres- 
ent within my certain knowledge, extendimg over a period of °6 
years, and the only use within my knowledge was resorted to by the 
City of N. O.. as it existed as a Potter's field for the burial of indi- 
gent dead, which commenced in 1832 with the cholera of that year, 
as T understood, but was continued, within my knowledge as a Pot- 
ters field. Referring to map No. 1, he describes the end of Potter's 
field nearest Broad street, commenced on the line of property, ex- 
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tending on both sides of Dumaine street as far back as the tangent 
point where the Orleans R. R. diverges from same point to the Bayou 
St. ohn or First street, but on the western side of Dumaine street, 
where the line commences, as stated by me, extended on the west 
side, within the corporate limits of the Blane reservation, as far as 
Hagan avenue. 

Amongst those I referred to as having made fruitless attempts on 
their property [ name Mr. J. De Fuentes, possessor of square 25 of 
this map, who, to my personal knowledge, beyond a doubt, spent 
$9,000 for filling alone, without attaining the object of getting above 
an ordinary overflow ; I mean an ordinary rain covered the Fuentes 
property after it was thus filled. 

(). Can you state about the outlay Mr. Fuentes has made on that 
property, including buildings, &c., &e., outside of filling ? 

A. More than § $3,600. 

(). Can you form at present an estimate of the present 
5871 market value of the Fuentes property, if sold by Mr. Fuentes 
or at auction with a perfectly good title? 

A. Forty-five hundred dollars, at the utmost. This estimate I 
base upon the fact as if there was no cloud upon the title whatever. 

(). What would be a good rental of that property ? 

A. It might rent to a party who is not aware of the vicissitudes of 
overflow at $25 per month, but to one who was aware of these con- 
tingencies of overflow it might bring $5 or $10 per month. 

(). Vre you acquainted with any other improvements on the Blane 
tract? If so, state its character, condition, «Xe. 

A. There is no house within the corporate limits of the Blane 
tract that I.do not know from my own personal knowledge that ex- 
ists now or has existed during the last 16 years of residence where I 
still live, that [am not acquainted with—everything that exists on 
the whole tract, or that existed and have burned down. | think 
none of it could, in proportion, yield any greater revenue than the 
Fuentes property, as it all, like the Fuentes property, is subject to 
overflow, every bit of it; and this improved property has been filled 
up. In the instance of the Cumer property, cor. Broad & Dumaine 
streets ; J. Beitry, cor. Dumaine and Dorgenois; the old Baddeu 
property, adjoining him ; Judge Abel, joining him—I name the most 
highly improved property inthe tract—all persons living there are 
attacked with malarial fever, and cannot live there without losing 
their family. I 

Q. Is this property just mentioned susceptible of revenue ? 

A. I don’t think so. There are many instances within my knowl- 
edge that owners have rented valuable properties (some of the par- 
ties mentioned above) to tenants, but, as in the case of Mr. Maearty, 
deceased, who was much the largest property owner in that district. 
usually lost their tenants after having suffered one or more over- 
flows; always left the occupation of the property. A very large por- 

tion of the Blane tract is vacant and unimproved ; say, ;‘y.. 
OS72 Q. Are there not a large number of squares of ground in 

the vicinity of the Blane tract not embraced in the Gaines 
use Vacant and unimproved ? 
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A. No, sir; there is not. 

(). Is there not a large number of squares of ground between 
Canal street and the Blane tract which are vacant, and have re- 
mained yacant and unimproved, and is not this property equally as 
high and more favorably located than the Blane tract ? 


Objected to by complainant on the ground that the question is a 
leading one. 


The master sustains the objection. 


Q. Are there not a large number of squares of ground between 
Canal street and the Blane tract vacant and unimproved, and which 
have remained vacant and unimproved ? 

A. Yes; there is. I amasquare on Bienville, between Custom- 
house, Olympe, & Murat, and am personally acquainted with other 
owners of squares in that vicinity; for instance, 2 or more squares 
owned by W. O. Denegre, one by Mr. W. A. Bell. I have at one 
time feneed in. Mr. Denegre did the same. Mr. Bell has recently, 
within the last 2 vears, fenced in and builtasmall house on his square, 
but we have never been able to get tenants to occupy the property 
that would pay rent. We got tenants, but they would not pay the 
rent; the consequence was that our houses and fences rotted down 
and the places are now vacant. 

Q. Does or does not this property compare favorably with the 
property claimed by Mrs. Gaines in the Blane.tract ? 

A. Yes; 300 per cent. more so by its altitude. My property was 
originally in the 2d district drainage claim, and adjoins Mr. ,Dene- 
gre’s property. Complaint was made in consequence of its height to 
its being taxed under the drainage claim. Experts were appointed, 
and the court ordered, after an examination and report by these 
experts, had not been benefitted by the drainage, and the court 
ordered it and other property should be relieved from the tax. 

Q). I understood you to state that the vacant and unimproved prop- 
erty in the Blane tract was not susceptible either in its past or 

present condition of yielding any revenue or being used for 
5875 any purpose whatever. 
Objected — by complainant, as no question whatever. 


Master maintains the question on the ground that in his opinion 
the witness is asked whether he did say so or not in his foregoing 
answers. 

A. Yes; I did say so, and it could not be used for any purpose 
but a dumping ground, and has and is now used and has been used 
to my certain knowledge for the past 16 years. 

Q. Are you acquainted with the value of real estate in this city 
since 1837? 

A. Say, from 1540. 

Q. Were you acquainted with the price of real estate in 1857 ? 

A. In 1857 real estate was very much depressed. I judge so from 
the fact of the general depression of articles of commerce, but I do 
not know as to property. I sold produce at that time at a loss of 
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300 per cent., predicated on the price that had been refused that 
season. 

(). Was that in 1857 or later? 

A. Fall of 1837 and the winter of 1858. The depression com- 
menced in 1837, and reached it lowest point in the spring of 1840. 

(). You know what were the condition of property as to value in 
the early part of 1837, and its real value in 1540” 

A. As far as produce is concerned, and conversation in regard to 
property, there was a difference of 300 per cent., caused by a panic 
breaking the neck of the U.S. bank, and the effect of contraction 
made by the veto of the U.S. bank. So far as my personal knowl- 
edge is concerned I only know it to be the fact in the articles of 
commerce—Western produce. My knowledge of real estate extends 
from 1848 to the present time. I know nothing of its value prior 
to that date, except from hearsay, not having, up to that date—not 
having bought or sold real estate. 


Cross-examined : 
Q. How far up Canal street have you known waters to reach by 
the overtlow of the lake? 
A. To Claiborne street. 
Q. By what crevasse did the waters reach Rampart St.? 
A. By Sauve crevasse, in 1545. 
Objected to as irrelevant. 
Master admits the question. 
oOST4 (. Have you been, since you have been in the city, well 
acquainted with what is now known as the Ist district ? 
A. Yes, sir; I have traveled all over it and sailed all over it at 
intervals. 
().:As a general rule were not the squares in said first district 
filled up before building on? 
Objected to by defendants as leading. 
A. Those in front of Rampart St., yes. I mean between Rampart 
and the’ river there was no filling. 
Master now asks that the witness now make a full answer. 


A. There is the rear of Rampart street between the swamp were 
filled; those in front were built on the original surface. 

QQ. Were not the grades of the street raised from their primary 
condition, and to what extent? 

A. Yes; since the adoption of the square block pavements. They 
were then raised 10 inches; the stones raised them to that extent, 
and the intersections were raised accordingly, and this caused many 
of the owners to fill up their lots and raise their banquets as far up 
as ‘Tivoli Circle. 

Q. Excepting on ridges, is not the whole territory of the parish of 
Orleans on the east bank of the river, where not filled with dirt, 
subject to overflow from heavy rains? 

A. No, sir; but would be by the breaking of the levees. 
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Q. State what portion of that territory not on ridges would not be 
subject to overflow from heavy rains. 

A. All that portion in front of Rampart street. 

Q. Have you not seen the streets in front of Rampart street, 
though paved, overflowed from banquet to banquet during and 
after heavy rains? | 

A. Yes, during heavy rains and for a short time afterwards, say 
time enough for it to run off through the gutters. 

(Q. Has not that been the case several times during each vear that 
you have known that section ? 

A. Yes; every heavy rain of from 6 to 8 hours’ dur ation overflows 
the streets in the portion of the city spoken of. 


It is understood that all these and similar questions are irrelevant 
by the defendant. 


(). At the time you came here was not the most of the property 

in the rear of Basin street vacant, extending to the ridge in the Ist 
district? 

5875 * <A. From basin street to the ridge most of the property was 
not vacant, but from Claiborne street to the ridge most of the 

property was vacant. 

(). From Claiborne street to the ridge, at the time when most of it 
was vacant, was it not subject to overflow after heavy rains? 

A. It is now; it was and is now. 

The witness now wishes to amend his answer in regard to the fill- 
ing in that portion of the city in front of Rampart street and the 
levee where I stated there was no filling, which is correct, except so 
far as filling the old goose pond, which was a pond or depression, 
and some one or two others of the same character. This pond was 
at the corner of Poydras and Baronne street. Where Wood’s cotton 
press is there was also a pond, and at Dr. Stone’s hospital there also 
was a pond. 

Redirect: 

Q. What is the condition of the Blane tract after a rain of 6 or 8 
hours’ duration, and how long does the water remain on the prop- 
erty? 


A. It is overflowed after a rain of 3 hours, and it remains so from 


24 hours to 4 or 5 days. 

Q. Is there not a great deal of vacant and unimproved property 
between Claiborne street and the ridge in the 1st district to which 
your attention was called on your X-examination, and how does 
that property compare with that of similar property in the Blane 
tract? 

A. It is much higher in elevation. 

Recross: 

Q. Didn’t you have something ‘to do in the building of the streets 
in the first distriet, filling and grading them?’ 

A. I did indirectly as chairman of the committee of streets and 
landings of board of aldermen in 1858, I think. 


— 
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(. Now state to the best of your knowledge, including the sees 
ment itself, the grade of these streets you rr aised. | 
A. The gi rading remained the same, excepting the elevation by 
the depth of the stones, except at the intersections. I should say that, 
taking Canal, Gravier, Common, and Poydras streets, where square 
block pavements have been laid, the grade by the square 
5876 blocks was raised about 9 inches. 


Gro. BiscHor, sworn in his own behalf: 


Q. How long have you lived in the city ? 

A. 31 years. I was one of the defendants in the Gaines suits, but 
am not now. I sold the property to Mr. Zimmerman over 5 years 
ago. It was in the Blane tract. [t was subject to overflow many 
times. I made a tannery there; it was not fit for any other pur- 
pose ; the front was dry and the back was a ditch. It was a bayou, 
and good for ducks and geese; that is what Mr. Zimmerman keeps 
in the back lot. It could be used fora garden if it was filled up 8 or 
10 feet ; it is now filled 3 feet, and with an overflow there is 5 inches 
of water on it. All around the neighborhood is all about the same 
kind of property,subject to ove flow from rain and from water from 
the lake. I have known this property for 17 years, and it has been 
always in the same condition. 


The complainant has no X-examination. 


Christoval Morel has bought two small lots of ground at public sale 
from the sheriff at the suit of the City of New Orleans against ' 
several years past, as it appears from his title in evidence in this suit. 
The lots measure each, | think, 20 or 350 feet front on Toulouse street 
by 60 feet in depth, in square bounded by ‘Toulouse, St. Peter , Broad, 
and White or Sixth streets. The lots are ve ry low and unproductive. 
I have never received a single cent out of them. I think I did not 
pay over $100 for the purehase of thesame. In rainy weather they 
are overflowed. 


(S’g’d) CHRISTOVAL MOREL. 


Jurat waived. 


And it now being 4} o’clock p. m., and there being no further wit- 
nesses for the defence, the case was continued until to-morrow, Satur- 
day, Sth inst., at 12 m. 


T. H. HIGINBOTHAM. 


12 M., Sta June, 1878. 
This case, continued to this day and hour, was called. 
Present: W. Reed Mills, solicitor for complainant, and H. EB. Upton, 
solicitor for the defendants. 


5877. Jutes VIENNE, sworn for the defendants in general: 


I was born in this city nearly 55 years ago. 
(). Have youa general knowledge of real estate throughout the 
City of N.O.? 
A. Yes. 
2926 
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Q. Are you acquainted with the property known as the Blane 
tract, claimed by Mrs. Gaines in this suit, bounded by Dorgenois 
street, Bellechasse street, Carondelet walk, and Port street or Bayou 
St. John? 

A. I don’t know where Bellechasse street is. By reference to the 
map I see that Bellechasse street is one street the other side of Du- 
maine street. I have been out there over one thousand times. 


(Q). What is the general character of that property; whether it Is . 


improved or unimproved, & whether it is high or low? 

A. Part of it is improved & part not; the most is not improved. 
I don’t know anything about the streets, but [ know the part on the 
map No.1 from 4th street to Bayou St. John; [it] is very low ground 
between Canal Carondelet and Orleans canal. I have gone over that 
ground with my dog and gun for over 30 years, and during the win- 
ter season I have always found it to be a very fine hunting ground. 
[ have shot teal, duck, and snipe many a time. 

Q). Is that property, in its present condition, or was it, In its past 
condition, susceptible for being used for any purpose whatever ? 

Solicitor for complainant objects, as it is a matter of opinion. 

Same ruling as in previous cases by master. 

A. No; except at a very great expense for filling. 

(). Has that property, during the time that you have known it, 
been occupied, or yielded any revenue whatever ? 

A. No; in its condition it could give no revenue. Many years 
ago I was on the place of Durage on Broad street; 1 think it is 
square 54 on map No. 1, and God knows how mauy loads of dirt to 
fill it up. It took a great many, great many, great many. The 
square No. 39, adjoining, is very high. I believe it is the highest 

point there. The city uses it as a dumping ground, and com- 
9878 menced dumping long before the war. Itis not liable to over- 
flow in any way; it is a beautiful place now. 

(Q). The vacant and unimproved property to which you have 
specially referred, would any one in possession of that property dur- 
ing the period you have been acquainted with it by ordinary good 
management have derived any revenue, income, or value for use 
from it? 

Solicitor for complainant objects to the question as a matter of 
opinion. 


Overruled by the master as heretofore. 


A. I don’t think so. 


Q. Are you acquainted with property between Canal street and: 


the Blane tract ? é 

A. Yes. I have been over the ground many a time as far back 
as Broad street, and further back. I went over it when there were 
large cypress trees all over the place, in 1836 or 1837. I believe the 
city caused Bienville street to be opened to the Metairie Ridge ; and 
In going over that place many a time I found the highest place was 
Mr. Bailey’s vinegar place; the balance was marsh. This was 4 or 
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5 squares back of Broad street. Up to this time after a heavy rain 
the whole of that place is under water for 4 or 3 days after. 

Q. Is the Blane tract high or low, subject to overflow or not? 

A. After a big rain it is all under water; and some places being 
lower than others, the water will run out of the gutters into the 
Orleans canal, and in the low places the water has to soak into. the 
ground to disappear. I mean that whenever the water can run into 
the gutters the ground will dry, and on the low ground it will stay 
5, 6, 10, or 12 days. 

Q). Is there not a great deal of unimproved and vacant property 
in the section between Canal street and the Blane tract? 

A. Yes; a great deal. 

Q. How does that property compare with the vacant and unim- 
proved property in the Blane tract? 

A. 1 believe it will decline quicker, being in the neighborhood of 
the drainage machine, it will ran off quicker. In one or two in- 
stances it remained under water a considerable time, because the 
drainage machine was out of order. Formerly the drainage ma- 

chine at the foot of Orleans St. was a great help to the Blane 
5879 tract, but since it has been removed it takes more time for 
the water to decline off. 

Q. How does this property between Canal street and the Blane 
tract compare as to locality and accessibility to the Blane tract? 

A. Well, it is much better, because you have 2 lines of cars run- 
ning there now—Canal St. R. R. and the City and Lake R. R.—the 
latter passing through Bienville street. I cannot state why this 
property remains vacant and unimproved. People riding by see it 
under water, and do not like to invest their money in such low 
land. I can’t account for it in any other way. I suppose most men 
are like myself, and do not like to invest their money in property 
without going over it after a rain to see how it is. 

Q. Do you remember the condition of affairs in the City of N. O. 
in 1837? : 

A. Well, I was very young at that time, but still there are a good 
many things I have retained in my memory. I recollect that pre- 
vious to that time people were wild in speculating. Land was sell- 
ing pretty well at that time and people were investing freely; but 
in 1856 & 1837, about that time, most of these people who were 
wild in speculations had very long faces, but they took courage and 
gradually started up again, and shortly after that things began to 
look more prosperous. ‘There was a financial crisis in 1856 or 1837, 
along there or about then. Real estate went immediately down in 
consequence ; about the same thing that existed in 1566 and 1867; 
property went up to fabulous prices, and people would now be glad 
to take 3 for what they paid that time. In 1866 1 was offered 
$16,000 for a piece of ground on Canal street. I sold it in 1871 for 
$7,000 to Dan'l Berry. In 1856 & 1837 property sold very well 
before that. About that time came the crash. 

Q. Can you state as a matter of fact whether property since 1836 
or 1857 was ever sold for as much’ 

A. I believe in some instances; yes. I cannot specify any par- 
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ticular piece, but in running over act I have seen the prices it 
sold for. In 1866 and 1867 property also sold very high 
5880 in some localities in different parts of the city. For a num- 
ber of years | have d’y clerk in the courts ; appointed as ap- 
praiser, as Was astonished at the prices some property would bring. 

(Q). What kind of property do you refer to? 

A. Improved property in different parts of the city. I don’t re- 
fer to any property in the vicinity of the Blane tract. It has re- 
mained in statuo quo since it was cleared of its Immense swamp, 
and since it has been cleared it has always remained an open field, 
except here and there where some little building or shanty has been 
put up. The Blane tract in 1836 and 1837—about that: time I used 
to go in a ear that started in front of the old parish prison and ran 
out as far as Bayou St. John in 1856-37, and perhaps up to 1842, 
and many a time have I seen funerals go by that little R. R. up to 
the old Potter’s field. Potter’s field was kept at that time by old 
man Cannon. 


X-examined : 


Q. Was not [the] Ist district the first settled in the city ? 

A. No, sir; the 2d district was the first settled. 

Q. Was not the suburbs of the 2d district first settled as suburbs? 

A. No, SIV. : 

Q. The suburbs of which district was settled as suburbs ? 

A. I believe the first suburbs settled was Suburb St. Mary. I 
was born on the 9th October, 1823, at the corner Phillipi and 
Common. ‘The same house now stands there, and 15 and 16 years 
after, when quite a boy, | roamed all over Suburb Treme shooting 
little birds. 

Q. When was Suburb St. Mary first inhabited as a suburb ? 

A. Can't tell; does not know how long, as I was not there; it 
must have been before 1825. 

(Q). Did you ever hear in your boyhood of a suburb known as 
sayou Road or Bayou St. John? 


Objected to by defendant, as hearsay. 


A. I never heard of the Suburb St. John in my boyhood. 
Q. When a boy did you go out to Bayou St. John? 
A. Many atime; many atime. There was a great many houses 
there. Clark’s house—right back of Clark’s house was Brugier’- 
house, Coquette family; the Kerwins lived in that neighbor- 
5881 hood, the Beaulieus, and others. 7 
Q. Suppose the Blane tract was filled where required, and 
well drained, and title good, and considering the shell road, rail- 
roads, and paved streets leading from the heart of the city to and 
through, or in the vicinity of, said Blane tract, what would be its 
relative condition and value for use and habitation to what it is 
now? ' 


Objected to by defendants. Ist. To the suppositions of the wit- 
ness. Ile is not here for the purpose of stating suppositions, but is 
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here for the purpose of testifying to facts. 2d. That the question is 
leading, irrelevant, and has no connection whatever with the direet 
examination of the witness. 

Master overrules the objections. 

A. Under such state of facts it would be as valuable as any other 
suburban property in any other part of the city. 

(). Has not the Gaines litigation tended to retard and check the 
interest of these defendants in draining, filling, and improving said 
property ? 

Same objection made as heretofore to this question, and same 
ruling. 


A. In some instances I believe it has; others have bought prop- 
erty [and] perhaps let /ef it remain there for speculation ; don’t want 
to sell. 

(). What do you mean by a car going out to Bayou St. John? 

A. I mean a railroad ear going out Orleans street to Bayou St. 
John—a horse car. The car was principally used in rainy weather 
to take the corpses out to the graveyard when they could not go by 
the road on account of bad weather. 

(). Has there not been grand improvements since that time be- 
tween the parish prison and Dorgenois street, in the second dis- 
trict ? 

A. Yes; great improvements on the right side of the Orleans 
canal, going out; clean to Broad street it isallimproved. There isa 
few vacant lots here and there. | 

Q. How often, to your personal knowledge, during the past 10 
years have you known of overflows of the rear portion of the city 

this side of the ridge from lake water? | 
5882 A. Three, or four, or fiye times; there is one happened 3 
or 4 months ago. The dam gave way on Bienville street and 
overflowed the whole section. The water backed up to near Prieur 
street. I live at 158 Johnson street, and the water was 6 inches 
deep in my banquette. 

(). To properly drain a tract as large as the Blane tract, should 
not ditehes be cut along the sides of the streets, as also to an extent 
dug through the different squares? 


Objected to, on the ground it is an opinion, and witness must 
state facts. Master overrules. 

A. How could it be done otherwise? 

(). Was not the intrinsic value of the Blan: tract during the past 
15 years, considering its clearing, its being laid out into squares 
and lots, its drainage, its access by roads—shell roads and railroads— 


>” ) 


much more valuable than it was In 1837°% 

Objected to as a matter of opinion. 

A. Well, I don’t know, because in 1837 the place was well wooded, 
fine trees on it, and certainly it was worth something, and now you 
might lay it out into squares, fence it up, and unless you fill it at 
least 2 ft or 2} feet, you could not raise anything on it; in dry 
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weather you may plant, but the first rain would destroy everything; 
if it was fronting the ear track, you might get into your house, and 
if you were any distance from the car track you would have to get 
home in a car or after a rain. : 

Mr. J. Lavergne desired to make the following statement: 

Defendant further and now states that the sale or transfer lately 
of said square No. 40, in the Blane tract, to Mr. MeConnell, by de- 
fendant, was made for and in consideration of the price of proftes- 
sional services rendered to defendant by Mr. MeConnell. 

Mr. Jos. CuviILtiier, sworn on behalf of the defendants in general: 

lam a notary a and have been 48 years. I was born in the 

City of N.O. Lam 725 vears of age. 
5883 (. Has your business as notary publie, and your residence 
in the City of N. O., cause- you to become familiar with real 

estate throughout the City of AKT 

A. Somewhat, altho’ I don’t follow any price or value of property. 

Q. Are you acquainted with the property known as the Blane 
tract, claimed by Mrs. Gaines in this suit, bounded by Dorgenois St., 
Bellechasse street, Carondelet walk, & Bayou St. John? 

A. Yes, sir. 

(). How long have you known this property? ! 

A. Many years ago, since about the time Mr. Blane sold it to the 
( ity of New Orleans. I do not remember the vear, about 1828 or 
183 : 

Q. What was the condition of the property at that time? 

A. It was a swamp then. 

(). You know whether any sale or sales was made of this prop- 
erty in the year 1837 by the City of N. O.? 

A. A great many sales have been made at the time the property 
was sold at publie sale by the Municipality or City of New Orleans. 

Q. Do you not know whether the purchasers, or a great number 
of them, failed to comply with their bids? 


Objected to by complainant as not the best evidence; that the 
records of the city and the records of the courts should show the 
existence of such refusal, if such were the fact. 

Master rules that if the witness knows of any of these refusals, if 
any, as a positive fact to his knowledge, and that such refusal was 
absolute, he will be allowed to testify as to that. 


A. A few bidders, but not many, refused to comply with the con- 
ditions of the sale. 

(. Do you remember the financial and comniercial condition of 
affairs in the City of New Orleans, especially in the year 1837 and 
the years succeeding, up to 1548? 

A. As far as I can recollect, in 1837 the affairs were in a very bad 
state, but improved somewhat the succeeding years. 

Q. What took place in 1857? 

A. I believe that at the time several firms failed at the time, as 
far as I can recollect; it was at that time, 1837 or 1838. I do not 
know what real estate was selling in the city at that time for. I 
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have been acquainted with the Blane tract since 1828 or 182%, 
5884 and it was then a cypress swamp. | have passed over that 

property frequently. I used to hunt there; killed ducks and 
snipes. Had to go knee deep in mud, up to the time it was drained, 
When Mr. Roman was Governor of the State. He had it cleared and 
drained. About that time, say, 1834 or 1835, the drainage was es- 
tablished at the head of Orleans St. 

(). Have you hot frequently Visited the property since that time? 

A. Sometimes I have been ‘round there, but not frequently sinee. 

(). From your general knowledge and acquaintance with the 
property in the Blane tract claimed by Mrs. Gaines, will you please 
state whether it is high or low: whether it is subject to overfiow or 
not; and whether in its past or pre sent condition it is susceptible of 
being used for any purpose whatever’ 

A. It is very low, and several times ‘the water has covered it for a 
foot or two. I cannot say exactly ; I know that several persons lost 
what they had planted in their gardens by overflow. I have seen 
plenty of people travelling there in pirogues and. skills for several 
days often. 

Q). Isthere not a great deal of vacant and unimproved property, 
and that has always remained vacant and unimproved, in the vicine 
ity of the Blane tract not embraced in the claim of Mrs. Gaines ? 

“A. Yes; some, I believe, are still vacant, altho’ in that part sev- 
eral houses have been built, not much improved, however. I mean 
on that part known as Blane reservation. I cannot say why this 
property has remained vacant and unimproved. 

(). Is there not a great deal of vacant and unimproved property 
between Canal street and the Blane tract that has also remained 
always vacant and unimproved ? 

A. I eannot say; I have not been there for a long time. 


X-examined : 

What effect, in your judgment, based on your knowledge, has 
Mrs. Gaines’ suit against these defendants, claiming to own portions 
of the Blane tract, had in preventing them from improving it? 

Objected to as a matter of opinion, and for the additional reasons 
already stated. 

Master rules as heretofore. 

OSS85 A. Leannot say. I never heard of any cause preventing 
them from using the ‘lots, both using or improving them. 

Q. Do you not know that the suit of Mrs. Gaines has tended to 
prevent the parties of this Biane property from Improving’ it? 

Objected to by defendant on the ground that the witness has just 
stated in his answer to the previous question, identically in sub- 
stance to the one now propounded, “that he could not say” that 
he never heard of any cause preventing the defendants from using 
‘or improving the lots. 

Objection overruled, and point reserved, 
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A. It may have prevented them ; that’sall I can say. 
(). Have you not stated that had it not have been for the Gaines 
litigation the whole of the Blane tract would have been improved? 


Defendants objects to any statements of the witness that may 
have been made to third parties out of the presence of these defend- 
aunts. 


Master rules that the question may be admitted to test the truth- 
fulness or knowledge or memory of the witness, but not in so far 
as it might affect the defendants themselves. 


A. That is mv impression. 
; | 
Redirect: 


Q. Do you know of any single instance where the Gaines litiga- 
tion has had the effect of preventing any one of the defendants from 
improving or using the property claimed by Mrs. Gaines in this liti- 
gation ? 

A, As I stated already I know none. As a notary the first ques- 
tion the client asks is whether the property is in the Gaines claim 
or not. 

(Q). Can you state of your own knowledge wliether the Gaines liti- 
gation has prevented the defendants from improving this property ? 

A. IT answered already that I know not to my knowledge. 


Hexry LArQui£, sworn in his own behalf and that of the defend- 
ants generally : 


I own some property in the Blanc tract; I am acquainted with 
the property bounded by Dorgenoss St., Bellechasse St., Bayou 

9886 St. John, and Canal Carondelet. - All that part is very low. 
My 4 lots on White street, between St. Ann and Dumaine, I 

had to seize them to get my money in 1864, as I held a mortgage 
on the property, and I bought it in at sheriff’s sale. Well, the 
property is subject to overflow from rains and waters from the lake, 
sometimes as many as 8 times a‘year. [Iam well acquainted with 
the whole city, and this property is about the lowest in it; the prop- 
erty is also low between Dorgenois, Preaux, & Dumaine. If Mrs. 
(iaines or any one else had been in possession, they could not have 
derived more revenue out of the property than I have, because I got 
property corner of Preaux & Dumaine. I made improvements. 
I can get no revenue, because the people is afraid to live in there 
because of the rain water and sometimes lake water coming into 
my house; this property is not in the Gaines claim. There is a 
good deal of vacant and unimproved property between the Blane 
tract and Canal street. I do not know why. it is not improved; it is 
not quite so low on this side as the Blanc tract. The improvements 
don’t pay; [ve been fooled myself in my improvements corner of 
Dumaine and Prieur. This property is 3 or 4 blocks from the 
(iaines claim; it is 6 blocks. This property is higher than that in 
the Blane tract. I cannot rent it, because the water comes so many 
times in the year from the rain and sometimes from the lake. I 
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have filled it very well; it was improved when I purchased it, but 
I have raised it since [ purchased it. 


X-examined : 


| Jive on my property corner of Dumaine and Prieur. [| havea 
family; I lived there 2 years, because I can find no tenants. The 
property cost me $4500; I paid $4,500 for it. There is one lot at the 
corner; it cost about $4,000 to build the house. I will be willing to 
rent it at $30 per month per year; [ would not be willing to rent it 
for less than $25 per month. There are many residences on that 
square, some few as good as mine—not many. Johnson is the 

next street toward the swamp; is the square bounded by 
5887 Prieur, Johnson, St. Ann, [and] Dumaine. 
(). Are there several residences on that street ? 

A. Some few; not many. I never made a calculation; there are 
some few good ones, 

Q. On the square bounded by Johnson, St. Ann, Dumaine, and 
Galvez streets, are there any good houses on that ? 

A. Some few. 

Q). Is not most of the squares on Dorgenois street, front of the 
Blane tract up to Prieur street, improved and built on ? 

A. No, it is not; there is mueh of it vacant. 

(). Is there any one of these squares that has not some residences 
built on it? ~ 

A. There are houses on all of the squares except three or four 
squares. I have known the Blane tract 20 years. 

[Q.] Did you visit the Blane tract often before you purchased the 
property on it? 

A. No, sir; unhappily, I did not; if f had I would not have pur- 
chased the property. 

Q. Which property did he buy first ? 

A. Objected to on the ground that the acts of sale speak for them- 
selves, and paral testimony is inadmissible to prove title to real es- 
tate. 

Objection overruled. 

A. I purchased the 4 lots in the Blane tract first. 

QQ. How many years before ? 

A. 3 or 4 vears before. 

Q. Knowing that that section of the city was subject to overflow, 
why did you, 3 or 4 years after, purchase the property corner of 
Prieur & Dumaine streets ? 

A. Because I never paid attention that the overflow reached the 
corner of Dumaine and Prieur streets. 


Redirect : 


[ don’t recollect how much it cost me to fill the property corner 
Dumaine and Prieur streets; I think $75 to $100. I filled it 13 
foot, about. I consider it worth now $15 to $1,800. If I were bound 
to sell it, ] would not get more than $15 to $1,800 for it. [can’t say 
what the improvements cost, but should think $4,000. 
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Re-eross: 


I will sell it for $2,000 cash. 

No further witnesses being present for the defence, and it now be- 
ing 43 o’clock, the case was continued until Monday, 10th inst., at 
12 m. : 

O8858 ‘On the Question of Rents and Profits. 
U.S. Circuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
Vs. - No. 3668. . 
P. H. Monsseaux & als. J 


. 


On the 7th June, 1878, Mr. W. Reed Mills, solicitor for complain- 
ant, having presented to the master undersigned a list of witnesses 
whom he wished summoned on behalf of complainant for Monday, 
the 10th of June, 1878, at 12 o'clock m., under order of this honor- 
able court of Ist June, 1878, the following objections was made by 
Mr. H. E. Upton, solicitor for the defendants, to wit : 

“Mr. Upton, solicitor for defendants, now present, objects to the 
introduction of any evidence on the part of complainant on that day 
or any other day before the 12th inst., which is the last day for tes- 
timony on behalf of defendants, under order of 29th May, 1878, ex- 
cept if the defendants themselves have not concluded their testi- 
mony on that last-named day, on the ground that the order of the 
29th May gives to the defendants exclusively the whole of said 
time, and that the order of the Ist of June allowing time to com- 
plainant for testimony on her behalf was ex parte and could not 
affect the rights of defendants.” 


Concerning which objection a ruling was made in the words fol- 
lowing : 


“The master rules that he considers both orders equally obliga- 
tory on him; that he gave to the solicitors of the defendants on 
Tuesday, 4th June, due notice of such order on behalf of complain- 
ant, and that thereunder he would also hear during the said period 
of 14 days the evidence of complainant, and that under said state 
of things he left to them to decide whether evidence should be heard 
until the 12th June or 15th June, said solicitors deciding that 
the time given in the reference would end on the 12th June, inclu- 
sively.” | 

To which ruling exception was taken by the said solicitor of de- 
fendants, and at the request of the latter the matter is respectfully 
referred to the honorable the circuit court for review & determina- 
tion. 

EK. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 


5889 10 June, 1878. 
This certified point having been brought back to the mas- 
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ter without any ruling thereon by the hon. circuit court, to which 
it had been referred, the master feels bound to maintain his ruling 
of the 7th June, 1875, and to hear the evidence adduced by com- 
plainant. 


Defendants not having concluded at the time of this ruling of the 
master, the examination of witnesses and having witnesses present 
before the master, should be allowed to proceed with their examina- 
tion, the order of court giving them until the 12th inst, except to the 
ruling of the master. 


Statement of Complainant's Solicitor. 


That on Tuesday the 4th of June, he furnished the master with a 
copy of the order of the Ist June, and asked him to be allowed to 
take my testimony on the following Saturday ; the master suggested 
that Monday, the 10th June, should be selected, which request was 
yielded to, and either on that day or the subsequent day at the 
taking of testimony by the defendants, their solicitors were informed 
then of the order. 

12 M., 10 Jung, 1878. 

This case continued to this day and hour was called. 

Present : W. Reed Mills, solicitor for the complainant ; H. E. Upten 
and Ek. W. Huntington, for the defendants. 


Judge FE. Hiesranpb, sworn on behalf of the complainant: 
~ 


I came to this city in March, 1829. I have been continuously 
here since 1536. 

Q. Are you quite familiar with the whole city as to its lowness 
and highness ? 

A. Yes, sir; I have lived in all portions of it. 

(. In the Ist district from St. Charles St. back, what was the orig- 
inal condition of it as to highness or lowness of land before it was 
improved ? 

A. My recollection is that when I first came here, from Caronde- 
let to Claiborne street the land was rather low, beyond that for some 
distance there appeared to be somewhat of a rise; I used to go hunt- 
ing there ; from that there was another fall. 

Q. Have you been, as a resident here, somewhat cognizant of the 

existence of suits brought by Mrs. Gaines for recovery of cer- 
5890 tain properties situate in different portions of the city for- 
merly belonging to her father, Daniel Clark ? 

Same objection as heretofore, and same ruling. 


A. I recollect distinctly well when the first suit was brought— 
somewhere in 1856, 

(). Since that time, to what extent has the knowledge of that fact 
been known to the residents of the city ? 

A. Well, I presume that it must have been generally known, as 
the various phases of the cases were always published in the news- 
papers. [ remember that from 1856 to 1859, when I commenced 
the practice of law, I heard a great deal about these cases from the 
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Germans of the rear of the city, near the Canal Carondelet; some of 
my German acquaintances lived either on or near what is known as 
the Blane tract. I heard them speak of it. After I commenced prac- 
ticing law, I was several tinies consulted by parties who contemplated 
buying property that came within the operation of the suit. I al- 
ways told them that it was a matter of importance as to how it 
would terminate. 
X-examination : 

Q. Can you mention the name or names of the German clients and 
friends that had property in the Blane tract, and the date that they 
were living on the property, and also the date of their conversation 
with you ? 

A. There was an old gentleman named Lambert, an extensive 
gardener, also one by the name of Isenhardt, both of whom lived 
in that neighborhood. I can’t say whether they owned property 


within the Blane tract or not; they lived about a quarter or a half. 


of a mile in a northeasterly direction from Clark’s house. I don’t 
know the names of any that lived on the Blane tract. I never went 
into particulars. These gentlemen, in the presence of other parties 
(Germans), were speaking of the hardships that the parties living 
there would undergo should they be turned out from their property. 
This conversation took place somewhere -about the beginning of 

1840, particulars of which I don’t remember, further than I 
5891 have stated; believe these parties are both dead. I do not 

know whether they are defendants in this suit. I don’t know 
whether they lived on the Blane tract or not. 


All the last part of the witness’es answer, from the words These 
gentlemen, &c., &e., 1s objected to by the defendants, as conversations 
of third parties out of the presence of these defendants, and in no 
manner binding upon them, and in no manner responsive to the 
question propounded to the witness. 


The master rules that that part of the answer is admitted for the 
sole purpose, and none other; of proving the effect of the suits of 
Mrs. Gaines, the complainant, in the matter of title to land in the 
Blane tract. | 

Q. Can you mention the name or names of any defendant or de- 
fendants in this suit with whom you ever had any conversation or 
conversations in reference to the Gaines litigation ? 

A. I cannot now recollect them; but persons have spoken to ine 
about tt, who said that they were included in the suit, but as they 
reither employed me to defend them, and as I had no interest in the 
matter, I did not charge my memory particularly with them. 

(. Can you mention the name of any‘single defendant ? 

A. I cannot, except Mr. Lameyer, who was one of the defendants, 
but not in the Blane tract. 

(). Do you know where the Blane tract is located ? 

A. It is in the rear part of the 2d district of N. O., on the 
north side of Canal Carondelet, some distance out from the basin. 
1 do not know its boundaries, as I did not charge my memory with 
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it. I have seen the map, made a copy of it, but cannot now give 
its particular boundaries. 

Mr. A. W. Cooper, sworn on behalf of complainant : 

(). How long have you resided in the city ? 

A. I came here in 1829 or 1850—3d November. 

(). Are you acquainted with the typography of the city, as to the 
highness and lowness of its ground ? 

A. It is very difficult for a person who, like a stranger in 
5892 the place, and a carpenter and builder, to know exactly. 

(). What as to the Ist district, from St. Charles, between 
Canal and Julia, was its condition ? 

A. Well, the condition of the city was not improved very much 
at that time above Canal street. The principal part of the improve- 
ments were between St. Charles street and the river. 

(). About what year do you say that was? 

A. 1830. I am speaking of the principal improvements. Of 
course there were houses here and there back of St. Charles street. 

Q. What at that time was the appearance of that section back of 
St. Charles street as to highness or lowness of the land ? 

A. Well, I think that part near Canal street, near where the State- 
house stood, appeared to be the highest of that portion. 

() As to the other? | 

A. From St. Charles street back the ground was cleared; the 
ground was all cleared and appeared partly built to the new basin, 
which appeared to be the edge of the wood. Girod street cemetery 
was there then. I considered it all low ground, the higher part being 
nearer the State-house. 

Q). At that time where do you say the wooded land commenced ? 

A. It commenced near where the hospital is, extending on a line 
to the basin. 

12 M., litn June, 1878. 

This case continued to this day and hour was called. 

Present: H. E. Upton, on behalf of defendants; W. R. Mills, on 
behalf of complainant; A. J. Villere, on behalf of the defendants, 
represented by Mr. McConnell and Mr. Upton. Jurat waived. 


I have resided in this city since 1849. I have been connected 
with the courts in the City of N. O. since that time off and on. 

Q. Have you a general knowledge of real estate in and about New 
Orleans of the value, locality, and general character of the property, 
whether it is high or low, subject to overflow or not? 

A. I have, so far as the 2d dist. is concerned. 

Q. Are you acquainted with the property before you on 
9893 map No. 1, bounded by Bayou St. John, Dorgenois, and 
Bellechasse streets, & Canal Carondelet ? 

A: I can say that I have often passed through Broad street, Caron- 
delet walk, Dumaine street, and from those streets | have had ocea- 
sion to have a general view of the aforesaid tract. I have passed 
through those streets in vehicles and on foot. I have passed thro’ 
St. Phillip street. 

Q. Is that property or the greater portion of it high or low, and 


Is it subject to overflow or not ? 
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A. I can say that I have seen the largest portion of said tract 
under water—overflowed by the waters of the bayou coming in there 
from breaks in the levees of the Canal Carondelet and rain water. 

Q. About how long have you been acquainted with this property ? 

A. From about a few vears after I commenced living in the city ; 
say a few years after 1849. I don’t exactly recollect. 

Q. Is that property or the greater portion of it in its past condi- 
tion, or is it in its present condition susceptible of being used for 
any purpose, or yielding any revenue, income, or value for use? 

Objected to as a matter of opinion. Objection overruled. 

A. This tract is, or the greater portion of this tract is, pretty low; 
that is that part situated between Dumaine and Canal Carondelet. 
That portion in my opinion can hardly be used for anything, except 
the lots are filled up. The other portion between Dumaine and 

sellechasse street is higher; the slope runs from Ursuline street to 
Canal Carondelet. I think that all that part between Dumaine street 
and Canal Carondelet requires or required filling. 

(). Is or is there not a great deal of vacant and unimproy ed prop- 
erty, and property that alw ays to your recollection been vacant and 
unimproved in the immediate vicinity of the Blane tract, claimed 
by Mrs. Gaines in this suit? 

A. Yes; especially on the other side of Canal Carondelet, extend- 
ing from Broad or from 6th or White streets to the bayou in that dis- 

trict, bounded by White, Canal, Carondelet, Hagan avenue, 
5894 Canal and Bienville streets, to my recollection the largest 
portion of the lots of that district are vacant. 

Q. How does that property as to elligibility, accessibility, high- 
ness, or lowness compare with the Blane tract ? 

A. As far as I have been able to judge, I have always considered 
that and the Blane tract to be about the same quality of lands. 

(). It is all suburban property, ain’t it? 

A. Well, it altogether depends on the meaning of the word ; it is 
pretty, it’s much nearer than property which is much nearer to the 
centre of business of other property of the City of New Orleans 
which are equally inhabited, 

Q). Can you state the reason why the property that you have 
alluded to, and which is not embraced in the Blane tract or in the 
claim of Mrs. Gaines, has remained vacant and unimproved ? 

A. I attribute it to the imperfect drainage system of this city. 
If the drainage of that portion of the city had been better, and that 
the inhabitants of that section would be protected from occasional 


overflow, I think that that district would have ‘been settled on or 


built, for itis at no great distance from Canal street, where there is 
easy access to the centre of business. These overflows generally 
occur in the equinoctial storms, where there are heavy showers, and 
the water rises in the lake by cause of the east winds, and bre: ik 
the levees of the canals. 
Mr. Regan takes the cross-examination. 
T. Hl. HIGINBOTILAM, 
List. kdw. Barnett. 
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1 p. M., 12 June, 1878. 
J. J. Barnet for defendant. 


Mr. Bernarb Sontaa, sworn for defendant, How and Martin tract: 


I have resided in this city about 19 years. I live on Marigny 
street, bet. Genius and ¢ ‘elestine streets. 

(). Are you familiar with square number —, bounded by Richi- 
lieu, Serve, Mandeville, & Marigny streets, square bounded by Man- 

deville, Spain, Richilieu, and Serve streets, square bounded 
5895 by Richilieu, Serve, E lvsii an Fields, and Marigny, square 

bounded by P leasure, Richelieu, E lysian Fields, and Marigny 
streets? 

A. I know the country all around there, and know the property 
described. It is nothing but swamp. In the middle of summer no 
one can get there on account of water covering the place. 

(). Do you think that that property could by any means have 
produced a revenue? 

A. No, sir; none whatever. 

(). Could it have been rented to anyone ? 

A. No; it is not fit for pasturage even. 

@ Did you bid at a public sale at auction for these squares ? 

. Yes, I did. I bid for the 2 fronting on Elysian street, and for 
Py one in the rear, but although they were “ knocked down” to me | 
did not take them, because [ found that the title was not clear. 
There were three or four reasons for it, and the principal reason was 
that I could not get anything out of it, and the property was so en- 
cumbered by the drainage tax, and there were no other reasons. 

Q. Could you have made anything out of these squares by filling 
or raising them ? 

A. Yes; by filling up 5 or 6 feet would make them high ground, 
and then they could be put to use. 

Q. If you owned these squares would you fill them ? 

A. No, sir; the expense would be too ereat. TI could buy better 
property filled up for what it would cost me to fill them. 

Q. As they are to-day and as they have been for the last 10 years 
could they by any possibility have produced any revenue or Income 
without being filled and raised 4 or 5 feet? 

A. No, sir. 


X-examined: 


(). Who lives in the neighborhood ? 

A. I don’t know; there is a milk stable 3 blocks off; no other 
house nearer. 

(). Ilow came you to buy it 

A. I bought on speculation. I see it every time I go to the lake. 
I live within 10 or 12 squares off. Sometimes I take a walk near 
there to take fresh air. The air is very fresh; too fresh there some- 
times. 


5896 [Index omitted. | 
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5897 General and Special Testimony taken in these Cases under Orders: 
of the 29th May and Ast June, 1878, before E. Sabourin, Mas- 


ter in Chancery. Filed June 17th, 1878. 
United States Cireuit Court. 


Myra CC. GAINES ) 
US. -No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. ) 


Testimony and note of evidence taken before E. Sabourin, Esq., 
master in chancery, on Wednesday, 5th June, 1878. 


Appearances. 


Wm. Reed Mills, Esq., for complainant; EF. W. Tuntington, Esq., 
for J. L. Gubernator and O. Morel and wife; Chas. . Se amidt , Esq., 
and James M. Connell, Esq., for various responde nts. 


J. L. GuBERNATOR, sworn in his own behalf: 


») 


().. You are one of the defendants in this cause ? 

A. Y es, sir. 

(). Where is the property situated which Mrs. Gaines claims from 
you ? 

A. It is situated on this map. (Witness refers to a map marked 
Document No. 1, in the square No. 48 and square No. 60, old num- 
bers, and in square- No. 402 & 447, new numbers.) I have cleven 
(11) lots in square No. 402 and nineteen (1) lots in the other square 
No. 447. 

(). Mr. Gubernator, when did you acquire that property ? 

A. IT acquired that property in the latter part of March, 1862. 

(). From whom did you acquire it? 

A. I acquired it from John Hoy. 

(). What did you pay him for it? 

A. I took it for a bad debt that John Hoy owed, and with the un- 
derstanding that whatever I bid in at the auction sale, which he was 
having of his property, whatever. the difference was between what 
he owed me and what I had to pay for the wand | should pay in 
Confederate money The property was sold for Confederate mone Vy. 

Q). Have there ‘been any improvements made on that property 
since you have owned it? 

A. No, sir. 

(). Has it yielded any revenue? 

A. Not a cent. 
5898 (). Is it capable of yielding any revenue ? 

A. No, sir; not in its present condition, and if it had been 
filled up I couk get no tenant for it. 

(). State the reasons why you did not make any improvements on 
that property. 

A. I didn’t fill it up, because I could [not] get any dirt conveni- 
ent for filling, not nearer than the river, and the place is so remote 
from the front of the city that I could have got no tenant for it even 
if I had filled it up, because there are sc many more desirable places 
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much nearer the front of the city. I have property a little further 
out than this, across the bayou, that is well filled up. 

@. Across which bayou ” 

A. The Bayou St. John, towards the Metairie Ridge. That has 
been well filled up for the last fifteen (15) or sixteen years, and 1 
can’t get tenants for it. 

Q. In what square is the property situated that you are speaking 
of now? 

A. It’s on Carrollton avenue,as near as [come to it; it Is between 
St. Louis and Conti streets. I believe it’s right along the “Arrow- 
smith Line.” 

Q. You say you have never been able to lease that property ? 

A. Yes, sir; | can’t get a tenant. 

Q. Why is it that you can’t get a tenant for that property that you 
last referred to’ 

A. Well, it’s so far out of the way that people can get property 
nearer the city which will answer their purposes better. 

Q, Has the drainage of that loc: lity anything to do with your in- 
ability to get a lease for the property ? 

A. I don’t know that it has had anything to do with it. The 
property is so far out; that makes it undesirable and difficult to 
lease without maturing the other drawbacks. 

(). Is this property that you have been speaking of on Carrollton 
avenue any better located than the property claimed from you by 
Mrs. Gaines ? 

A. Yes, sir; because it’s nearer the ridge; the land slopes from 
the ridge to the bayou, and from the river to the bayou. I have a 

square of ground that is well filled up and fenced in that I 
5899 was to get five dollars ($5) a month rent for, and for the 

last two vears I have collected not a cent. It is aecessable by 
the W ashington shell road, by the Common street shell road, and is 
not a great ways from the Canal St. shell road. 

(). Where is the exact location of that square that you are speak- 
ing of? 

A. That square is on Carrollton avenue, on Carrollton. avenue 
and Jackson railroad. 

(). At their intersection ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

(). And you say that it is rented for five dollars a month ? 

A. Yes, sir; it is rented at that, but I don’t get any rent. 

Q). Do you know of any property near to but outside of the Bl: ane 
tract which is unimproved * ? 

A. Well, it’s unimproved all around it, except here and there an 
occasional house, with the exception of Faubourg St. John, I be- 
lieve they call it, that ridge that rans down by Esplanade street, it’s 
all unimproved. That is on the east of the Blane tract. I made 
every exertion that I could make to get some one to occupy those 
lots. When I returned here after the war I found a great many squat- 
ters on the back part of the city settled on the ridges that were* 
formed by the dirt that had been throw.: out of the. anal. I ‘vent 
one day to see some of them with a view to having them occupied, 
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this property claimed by Mrs. Gaines. I saw one of them, and as 
soon as he had looked at the property he said that the place wouldn't 
do. He said if those were filled up and the others were not, the re- 
sult would be to form an island of them, passage to or from which 
would be almost impossible in rainy weather. 

Q. I called your attention to the property laying just outside the 
Blane tract; did [ understand you [to] say that that property is un- 
improved ? 

A. It is nearly all unimproved all around there, with the exeep- 
tion of the improvements — Faubourg St. John. 

(). (By the Master :) What do you mean by all around ” 

A. What I mean by all around is that across the Bayou St. John 

from the Blane tract, that 1s, west from the Blane tract and 
5900 southwest the same way, the land is nearly all vacant to the 
new canal. 

(). Can you describe the boundary by streets on the south side? 

A. There isn't much below Galvez St., on the ‘southwest side, not 
much improved property. On the northeast is the Faubourg St. 
John ; that has some improvements wherever there are high lands. 
On the northeast there are some squares, I think entirely vacant, 
and some partially occupied, until you come up along towards Gal- 
vez St. 

Q. State whether or not that property is better located than the 
property claimed [by] Mrs. Gaines from you. ° 

A. It is all better located than mine with regard to being contig- 
uous to the city and being higher, except that on the northwest of 
the “Blane tract.” some of which is better located with regard to its 
height, but is further removed from the city. 

(). Are you or not subject to overflow ? 

A. Yes, sir; they are always overflowed. 

Q. State what you know in that regard about the land. 

A. The lots are situated in the lowest portion of the basin formed 
between the Esplanade Ridge and the river ridge and the Metairie ° 
Ridge. The location of my lot is in the lower portion. It would 
take from two and a half to three feet of filling to bring them up 
above the point of overflow. 

Q. The water from all parts of that basin flows to that point ? 

A. Yes, sir; it flows to it from Broad street down. The Broad 
St. canal stops the water above it; [ believe the ditches on this sec- 
tion of the city, the section in which the Blane tract is situated, dis- 
charge into the Orleans canal, and after through Broad street canal 
into the London avenue canal; there the water is taken up by the ° 
drainage machine and thrown back in the swamp. 

Q. Have you anything more to add on that particular subject of 
the situation ? 

A. Yes, sir; the tract is one of the remote’ points from the drain- 
ing machine just described, the London avenue draining ma- 

chine. 
A901 (Y. Now, sir, had the fact that the title to this property was 
in controversy any influence upen your improving or not 
improving it ? 
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A. No, sir; I considered the property mine until the court de- 
creed differently ; that controversy had no influence whatever. 

Q. It didn’t deter you from improving the property ? 

A. No, sir; if I could have seen any way to utilize it, and if it 
were practical—— 

Q. It wouldn’t have deter- you if you had seen that it was practi- 
cable? 

A. No, sir; if l thought | could have found atenant I would have 
improved it. 

Q. You would have done so regardless of the fact that the title is 
in dispute ? ! 

A. Yes, sir. | 

Q. Would you or would you not have taken the fact of the con- 
troversy into, consideration in the matter of improving the prop- 
erty ? 

A. No, sir; [ would not, because I thought the property was mine 
and didn’t believe that there was a cloud upon the title; that is, I 
believe there was a cloud upon the title, but | didn’t think that it 
amounted to much. 

Q. When were you made aware, Mr. Gubernator, of the claim of 
Mrs. Gaines? 

A. I didn’t think that Mrs. Gaines had any claim upon this prop- 
erty until after the war, when I returned tothe city in 1865 or 1866. 
I knew Mrs. Gaines was claiming property then, but I didn’t know 
that this was a part of it until | was notified of the fact in the latter 
part of 1865 or the beginning of 1866; I am not certain which. 

Q. If you know of any other fact that is material to this issue, go 
on and state it. | 

A. I can only state that there there is a great deal of that kind of 
property in the suburbs of the city, amounting to thousands and 
thousands of acres, that are in the same condition as this property, 
and that are susceptible of being improved as this is. But there are 
not improved for the reason that the supply of vacant property is 
much greater than the demand for it. All the property from the 

old canal up to the upper line of Carrollton is a- susceptible 
5902 of improvements as this. It is all laving vacant. A great 

deal of it is ridge property; that near the river is high land, 
and yet it is vacant. 

Leon J. FReEMAUX, sworn: 

Norr:—lt is agreed that the testimony of all witnesses examined 
shall be for the benefit of all parties concerned ; and it is also agreed 
that counsel for Mrs. Gaines, Wm. Reed Mills, Esq., shall have the 
right reserved to him to cross-examine all witnesses examined this 
date, Wednesday, 5th June, 1578. 

Q. Mr. Fremaux, what is your occupation ? 

A. I have been ass’t city surveyor for a long time, but now I am 
register of the land office—the State land office. 

Q. For how many years were you ass't city surveyor ”? 

A. For several years since the war. 

* 


4676 THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. ee 


Q. Are you familiar with the property in the Blanc tract? 

A. I am, sir. 

(). Can you state what the location of the property of Mr. Guber- 
nator is in that tract? 

A. I cannot localize the property of Mr. Gubernator, but I can 
localize the whole tract. 

Q. What kind of land is that Blane tract; 1s it low or high? 

A. It’s one of the lowest places in New Orleans. From Broad e 
street to the bayou is one of the lowest places of the city. The lots , 
are much lower nearer the bayou than at Broad street; the slope is 
towards the bayou. I put leveling instruments on that, and | } 
know it from that faet. 

(). Is that section—is that tract subject to frequent overflows ? 

A. The only overflows that it is subject to is the natural rain, be- 
cause there are levees all around it; the Shell road, Carondelet ca- 
nal, and the Bayou road are levees. If I recollect right, they are at 
least two (2) feet above the actual level of the ground. 

(). State whether or not that land is easily reached after a heavy 
rain: state whether or not it is accessable at such times. | 

A. From those shell roads around it it could be approached, but | 
to get on the spot itself you would have to go knee deep in the water, 

but only for a time, because we have draining wheels that are 
5903 freeing it as soon as possible; but it remains under water 

longer than any other. place, because of not being occupied 
by houses, and having consequently been neglected by the city. 

(). Do you state that that section has been neglected by the city? 

A. It has been neglected by the city to some extent. They don’t 
take as much trouble with it as with other places, because there are 
but few houses there—none except two or three houses. 

(). Where are they situated ? 

A. On the Sayou; I ean’t state precisely where the houses are 
situated; there is a few houses there, and they had to dig ditches so 
deep that they dug the whole banquet away. 

(). Whereabouts is that ? : 

A. It is nearer the bayou than to Broad street; the land at 3rd, 
street is much higher than at Ist street, and there the ditches are so 
deep that that the banquets had to be taken in altogether. 

(). Is there any unimproved property lying outside the limits of 
the Blane tract ? 

A. I don’t know where the limits are exactly, but I could trace ad 
them. All along the bayou is occupied—well, | don’t know much 
about this place, except at the front of the bayou is the only place 
that I know of that is occupied much. 

Q. From Dumaine street towards Esplanade street ? 

A. Yes, sir; that is as much as I know is, occupied. 

Q. That is all high ground is it not? 

A. Yes, sir; that is all; the front is all high ground. 

(). How is it between the old and new canal ? 

A. Between the old and new canals that is all low again. 

Q. Is there much improved property in that section ? 

A. No, sir; not much improved property from Canal Carondelet ? 
to Canal St. 


me et gel 
a pee. ag allen i ee ¥ 


THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 4677 


Jutes A. Bianc, sworn for defendants: 

(). Mr. Blane, you are an old resident of this city, are you not? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q). You were born in what part of this city ? 

A. Near the Bayou St. John. 

(). Were you born on this Blane tract? 

A. Not exactly on the Blane tract, but very near it. 
O04 (). How far from there”? 
A. About two blocks, sir. 
Q. You are familiar with the property situated in the Blane, tract, 
are you not. 
A. | ought to be, sir. 
Q). Is there much improvements made on that property ? 
A. There has been some improvements made on the property; 
()., but not much, sir. 
Q. How is that property in regard to its situation and as to its 
drainage ? 
A. It’s very far back from the front of the city, and it is a very 
low, marshy tract. 
(). Is it overflowed by heavy rains? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Does the water stay there a long time or a short time after a 
rain? 
A. It remains there until it is removed by the draining machines. 
(). State whether or not the fact that water remains a long time 
on that tract would affect the demand for that property either by 
sale or lease ? 
A. Well, no man would rent a low piece of ground when he could 
get plenty of Iigh ground, that is certain. 
Q. Do you know of any other property laying just outside the 
limits of the Blane tract, which is, and has been for many years, un- 
improved ? 
A. Yes, sir; there isa great deal of that property all around there. 
(). Is it adjacent to it or a short distance from the Blane tract? 
A. Both, sir; [own a small piece of property down here (witness 
here indicates the position of property on the map, document No. 1). 
(). Where, on what street is your property ? 
A. 1 own property here, corner of St. Philip and Port streets. 
(). Is it improved property ? 
A. Yes, sir; there is a small house on it. 
(). Have you had any difficulty in obtaining a tenant for that 
property ? 
A. Yes, sir; all sorts of difficulties. Now and then 1 get a tenant 
for a month or two, and then he quits and doesn’t pay any rent. 
They all claim that they can’t live there? 
Q. The property you just referred to, is it as well or better located 
than the ses one on the Blane tract? 
It is better located, sir, because it is higher and nearer to the 
main bayou road—the old St. John road. 

OOS Q). Isn’t there a great deal of property lying near Canal 
street, In fact contiguous to Canal street, between Broad St. 
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and the Metairie Ridge, on both sides of Canal St., that is unimproved ? 


A. Yes, sir. 

(). Isn’t nearly all of it unimproved ? 

A. Yes, sir; nine-tenths of it fully is unimproved. 

Q. Do you think that the cloud resting on the title to the property 
on the Blane tract has anything to do with the difficulty of getting 
tenants there? 

A. No, sir; I don’t think the tenants who occupy that kind of 
property know anything about titles. Many years ago my father 
built a house on the corner of Canal Carondelet and Port street. 
He built a house there and kept it four or five years, and then pulled 
it down, because he couldn’t rent it at any price. + That was when 
he owned the whole tract. , ; 

(). Ilow many years ago Is that? 

A. Oh, that some time ago, when I was — shaver. 

(). Is it dry about there? 

A. No, sir; there’s about eighteen inches of water there. 

(). Do you know where Mr. Gubernator’s lots are located ?~ Are 
you familiar with their location ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Are they low or high? 

A. Well, sir, the whole tract is low, and his lots are not higher 
than the others. 

Q. Can you say whether by ordinary good manageme nt any reve- 
nue could have been derived from the property in the Blane tract ? 

A. No, sir; I don’t think any management, however good, could 
have brought tenants down there until all the property was occu- 
pied. There is so much other property that is more accessable than 
the Blane tract still unoccupied that in the natural course of things 


that tract could be made to pay a revenue when more desirable prop- | 


erty was in the market and being unimproved and vacant. 

(). You are perfectly familiar with the property embraced in the 
Blane tract? 

A. Yes, sir; [ know that property well, for I have always lived 
there. 

Q. Do you know the square No. 21 (old number)? 

A. I do. sir. 

(). Is it low or high? 

A. It is very low; that square is the property of Mr. & Mrs. 
9906 O. Morel. : 
Q. Is the ground very low there, Mr. Blane? 

A. Yes, sir. 

(). Has it the same disadvantages of location as the other property 
to which you have just alluded ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

(). Can you state whether or not that property could have been 
rendered productive ? 

A. No, sir; not more than any of the other lots. 

(). For what reason, please state ? 

A. For the reasons that it is too much out of the way; its location 
is bad and is very wet. 
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Q. (By Mr. Upron :) How long did you state that you had been 
acquainted with that property, Mr. Blane? 
A. Iam acquainted with it for a half a century. 


property all these years, could she have made any revenue out of it? 

A. No, sir; I don’t think that she would have done any better 
than the others. I think she would have done much worse. 

Q. Why do you think so? 

A. I think that she would have done worse than the others, be- 
cause she would have had too look after the whole tract, and if the 
small owners, after trying there best to make something out of their 
lots, didn’t sueceed, | am sure she couldn't. 

Q. Then you don’t think that she could have derived any benefit 
from the possession of it? 

A. No, sir. She might have made some improvements seattered 
here and there as others did, but she couldn’t make any revenue from 
the place. 

(). All that property is suburban property ? 

A. Yes, sir. 


kk. B. Muscrove, sworn, &c., for defendants: 

(. Mr. Musgrove, you are a native of New Orleans, are you not ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. You have lived here a long time, haven't you? 

A. Yes, sir; I have lived here nearly all my life. I came here 
very young. 

Q). In what part of the city have you lived ? 

A. At the Bayou St. John. 

(). Are vou familiar with the Blane tract ? 

A. Iam, sir. I have played all over it. I have shot over it. 

(). Can you give us the bounds of the tract? Can you indicate 
them on this tract? 
5907 (Witness describes the Blane tract on document No. 21.) 


(). Now, sir, will you please state how that tract is located with 
regard to drainage and accessibility from other points. 

A. Well, sir, it is very low, and is inaccessible, except by this rail- 
road, the Dumaine St. railroad. Before that railroad was built it 
Was inaccessible, and even now it is inaccessible, except by the tract. 
After a heavy rain, even now the mules can’t run on that road. I 
often take the Dumaine street road to go home, but after a rain- 
storm I never pretend to take it. I couldn't get home that way. I 
have sailed over this whole tract in a sail-boat. 

(). Could this property, in your opinion, [have] been made pro- 
ductive ? 

A. It might have been as a snipe ground. It isn’t two weeks ago 
since | saw men shooting snipe there. I often walk up the levee in 
the winter time [to] see the sportsmen shooting there. 

(). Is there any vacant property lying outside of the Blane tract 
that is unimproved ? 

A. Yes, sir; plenty of it all around. 
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Q. Have you any property in that vicinity ? 

A. I have, sir. I have property on Grand Route St. John, at the 
corner of Grand Route and Esplanade streets. 

Q). Is that property higher than the property in the Blane tract ? 

A. Yes, sir; it is higher, beeause I filled it myself. 

Q. Is it any more accessible than the Blane tract ? 

A. Yes, sir; this Dumaine St. line of cars passes right by it. 

Q. Are there any improvements on it beside the filling ? 

A. Yes, sir; there is a small house on it. 

(). State if that house is rented or not. 

A. Yes, sir; but I couldn’t have rented the house unless I had 
first raised the place. 

Q. Do you consider that a good investment, Mr. Musgrove ? 

A. I don’t, sir, and I would sell it now for one-tenth of what it 
cost. 

Q. Are you familiar with the property between the Carondelet 
‘anal and the new canal ? 

A. Iam, sir. It was a favorite resort for my father and myself, 
towards the close of the war, to go shooting snipe. 

Q. That property is high near Canal St., very near Canal 

9908 St., on both sides of the street, isn’t it? 

| A. I wouldn't eall it such. I wouldn’t take a lot there as 


») 


a gift. 

(). Is there muah vacant property between the Canal Carondelet 
and the new canal, above the Blane tract ? 

A. Near the canal, right on the canal, there are some wood yards. 

Q. And the balance is nearly all vacant? 

A. Yes, sir; nearly all. 

(). Is there or not a great deal of unimproved property in that 
vicinity which you have loeated that is not occupied? [ mean on 
both sides of Canal street. Take Bell’s property, for example. 

A. Yes, sir. 

(). All around him there is a great deal of unimproved property, 
is there not? 

A. Yes, sir; a great deal. 

(). Is the property around him better located than the Blane 
tract? 

A. Yes,sir. Itiscertainly considered more desirable than the Blane 
tract. Of course, if a man has a steam-car road running near his 
property, as is the case on Canal street, it improves it; but even out 
there, except for cow stables and pasture land, the property is of 
very little value. 


b. Sutoy, sworn, &e., for defendants: 


(). You are an old resident of New Orleans, are you not, Mr. 
Suloy ? 

A. Lam, sir; since 1836. 

Q. You are president of the Canal Carondelet Co. ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. The company that owns the bayou ? 

A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. Are you familiar with the property situated in the Blane 
tract? 

A. Yes, sir. 

(). Will you please state what kind of location that property has 
with regard to accessibility & drainage. 

A. Well, sir, since I know the Blane tract it is wet. It is a bad 
place—good for nothing. Nobody could do anything to make a 
living there, because it’s too low, and every rain floods it in water. 
I knew some residents on it some years ago, and they could do 
nothing on it. They couldn’t even raise chickens. They could do 
nothing on that property. They wanted to make some gardens, but 
they couldn’t do nothing because of too much water. Before you 

get to the Srd dist. it’s all under water. When | became 
5909 president of the Orleans Railroad Company we had to raise 

the line of the track, because every time it rained we had 
about two or three feet of water there; that is seven or eight years 
ago. 

(). Suppose the owner of a Jot should fill up that lot, could he get 
a tenant there on the Blane tract? 

A. Well, he would have to bill up three or four feet high, and 
when it rains that makes an island. 

(. Suppose the lot was filled up, could anybody get to it after a 
rain ? 

A. Yes, sir; through the water. It would be necessary to fill up 
the whole tract in order to get there dry, because it is the lowest 
part of the city, and all the water stops there. 

Q. Have you any property in that vicinity, Mr. Saloy ? 

A. No, sir; I have four or five squares from that, on Dumaine 
street, close to the Metairie Ridge—what they call Bayou Sauvage. 

(). Are there any improvements on it? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What is the character of the improvements—what kind are 
they ? 

A. Some little buildings. 

Q. Are they rented or not? 

A. Well, I couldn’t rent them. The owners buy the lots, but they 
couldn’t rent. Nobody wants to live so far down and pay rent. 

(). Haven't you got some property just below Huek’s miil, on the 
old canal? 

A. Yes, siv; the Levasseur property. 

(). That is on this side of Dorgenois street? 

A. Yes, sir; on the river side of Dorgenois street. 

Q. Have you a tenant for that property now ? 

A. I couldn't find any tenant to stay there. I get it two and a 
half years. One tenant leaves and another one leaves. It is too 
far out. 

Q. It is well filled up? 

A. Yes, sir; its filled up in from very good. 

Q. What is the size of the house on that property ? 
A. The house is sixty feet square. 

Q. How many rooms are in it? 
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A. I think there is about twenty or twenty-two rooms. 

(). Is the house in good order or not? 

A. The house is in fine order. It costs twenty thousand dollars 

to Mr. Levesseur to build. It’s a good house, but it’s a poor 
5910 thing to put money in that kind of aplace. It’s so far away, 
and they couldn't get enough money out of it to pay the taxes. 

Q. How long have you been acquainted with this Blane tract? 

A. Since I have been in the country—the first year I came to this 
country I know it. The first year | came I went out working close 
to the canal. I know this canal before they built this draining ma- 
chine, and the draining machine was built in 1836. 

Q. You say the draining machine was built in 1856? 

A. Yes, sir; it was built by Mr. Communy. : 

Q). Could anybody by ordinary good management made any reve- 
nue out of that property ? 

A. No, sir; to my knowledge they couldn't. J wouldn't have that 
property to pay the taxes on. You couldn’t make a garden there. 
You couldn't live there, because you die by fever. The rain water 
stops there at least twenty-four hours. Since that drainage machine 
has been taken away from that place everything is overflowed for 
forty-eight hours every time it rains. 

Q. Is there any effluvia or disagreeable smell arising from that 
water as it flows down into the basin through that tract? 

A. No, sir; I can’t say that. 

Q. Is there any smell arising from the drainage machine that 
would make it disagreeable for the people residing in that neighbor- 
hood ? 

A. There is a very bad smell arising from the Orleans canal when 
it takes and throws into the bayou the drainage water from the city. 

Q. Wouldn’t that effect the sales of the property in that vicinity? 

A. Yes, sir; and it does effect it. 

Q. Wouldn't it injure the health of the people ? 

A. Yes, sir; it is bad for health. Even the fish don’t inhabit the 
waters there. 

Q. Do you think that if this property had been in the possession 
of Mrs. Gaines that she could have derived any revenue from it ? 

A. No, sir; I am sure she could not. 


L. GAGNET sworn, &e., for defendants : 


0911 Q. How long have you resided in New Orleans ? 
A. I have lived here all my life. 

Q. How long have you been employed in the neighborhood of 
this canal by the Canal Co. ? 

A. Thirty-five years. 

Q. In what capacity have you been employed ? 

A. I have been employed as secretary of the company, and I have 
also been lessee of the canal. 
(. When did you cease to be lessee ? 
A. About two years ago. 
Q). Are you acquainted with the boundaries of the Blane tract? 
A. No, sir. 
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Q. Here are the lines—Bellechasse street [and] Dorgenois street 
are two lines, the Carondelet canal is another line, and the Bayou 
St. John is the other—are you acquainted with that locality? 

A. Yes, sir; I know where it is. 

Q. You are acquainted with that locality? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Are you acquainted with squares Nos. (48) forty-eight and 
sixty in that tract? 

A. Yes, sir; Iam acquainted with all the squares in that tract. 

Q. Is that high or low land? 

A. It’s very low. 

(). Have you ever seen that tract overflowed ? 

A. Yes, sir; many times. It is overflowed also every time that it 
rains. 

(. Could the property out there have been put to any use for any 
purpose whatever? 

A. No, sir; I have always considered it a reservoir for the whole 
of the second district. 

(). When you were lessee of the canal had you any lots belonging 
to the company under your control near by? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. W here were they located? Please state. 

A. Immediately across the Bayou St. John from sq-ares No-. 47 
W& 64. 

(). Did you ever rent those lots to anybody? 

A. No, sir; never; they can’t be rented. 

Q. Can't be rentea—why not? 

A. | offered them free without a cent for a long time to anybody 
that would take them, provided they would pay “the taxes. I was 
willing to give them for 10 years free, but I never could find any- 
body who was willing to take them. 

Q. Were the lots filled up? 

A. Yes, sir; they were well filled up by the excavation of the 
Bayou St. John thrown out on those lands. 

Q. And you were not able to get any tenant for them; no 
5912 one would take them ? 
A. No, sir. 

Q. Can you state whether or not the property above the Canal 
Carondelet up towards the new canal is vacant or not? 

A. It is vacant; that is, a great portion of it is vacant. 

Q. How is it on the other side, down towards Esplanade St. ? 

A. From where? 

Q. From this line towards Esplanade St.? 

A. There is one portion of it high till you get to the Marigny 
vanal,and then it is low. From Dorgenois street, starting from 
"splanade St., is high, and from Esplanade to Canal Carondelet is 
very low. 

Q. Is there much vacant property between Dorgenois St. and the 
river ou the east and west line of this tract comprised between Belle- 
chasse St. and Carondelet walk ? 

A. There is a great deal of vacant property. 
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Q. Do you know whiy this property has been left unimproved ? 

A. Because I consider that this has always been a reservoir for the 
drainage of the second district. It has always been used as a reser- 
voir, and it is always overflowed. The portion from Broad St. had to 
be drained before any water could get from the other portion of the 
Blane tract. Ina great many instances I have seen this portion of 
the Blane tract from Broad street to Fifth St. drained, and this por- 
tion from 5th street to the bayou left undrained. IL have seen the 
draining machine stop working. As soon as they saw as far as Fifth 
street was drained they stopped working. 

Q. What draining machine do you refer to? 

A. The Orleans draining machines. 

Q. Do you know why this property between the old’ canal and 
the new canal, all that vacant property, has not been improved ? 

A. Beeause they couldn’t find purchasers for it; nobody would 
buy there because it’s so very low. 

(). Could it be rented for any other purpose ? 

_ A. No, sir; I own a piece on the other side fronting Custom-house 
street and could do nothing with it; is there idle yet. 

(. On Custom-house and what streets? — 

A. Bienville, between Hagan avenue, Bienville, Justom-lhouse 

streets. 
O913 Q. If Mrs. Gaines had been in possession of all this prop- 
erty do you think she could have derived any revenue, any 
profit from it? 

A. No, sir; she could not. 

(). For what reason ? 

A. For the reasons that I have already stated that the property 
would not have been any more drained than it is now. It requires 
six feet of filling from Fourth street to the Bayou St. John on squares 
sixty-three, forty-eight, sixty-two, forty-nine. These squares require 
six feet of filling. Irom there it goes gradually back, requiring less 
filling as you go towards Broad St. Square No. 48 is a perfect pond. 


OcTAvE More, sworn and examined for self and wife: 


(). Mr. Morel, please make your statement. | 

A. On the 22d of June, 1853, by act before A _— utel, notary 
public, [ purchased six lots of eround, Nos. 25, 29, ol, 52, & 35 
in the square bounded by Broad, Dum: aine, S omm and Sixth 
streets; the number of the square on the Blane aa is twenty-one. 
On the 6th of September, 1862, I gave in part payment to my wife 
for her paraphernal rights these same six lots of ground. Since 
the pure ‘hase made by me those lots have yielded no revenues nor 
rent. They are unimproved lots and in the lower part of the Blane 
tract. 

@. State the reasons why you have not improved them. 

. The reasons why are, first, because it would be throwing good 

money after bad money; because these lots before being improved 
by building need filling up, the whole tract needs filling up and 


besides there is no demand for these lots. They are so flooded after 


a rain as to be quite inaccessible and they are always wet. 
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(. They are in the suburbs of the city ? 

A. Yes, sir; right in the rear part of the city. 

(). You say they are frequently overflowed ? 

A. Yes, sir; they are always overflowed by heavy rains. Once I 
received a protest from Mr. Gubernator’s bank. I had to go and 
make the protest of demand in that part of the city and I was com- 
pelled to take a skiff to reach the place where | had to make the 

demand. 
5914 Q. To what point were you going in the city—to what 
residence ? 

A. To Hauck’s. 

Q. Whereabouts is that? 

A. On Carondelet walk and Rocheblave street. [I had to take a 
skiff to go there and make the demand and protest. 

(. On which side of Broad street is it? 

A. On the river side. 

(Q. That was not in the Blane tract? 

A. No, sir; but it’s higher land than the Blane tract. 

(). What was the cause of that water, Mr. Morel; was it from the 
—had there been an overflow and some heavy wind ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

(). A breakage in the levee of the canal ? 

A. Yes, sir; 1t was partly from that and partly from rain water. 
I have frequently seen it overflown. I have frequently seen the rail- 
road track on Maine street overflowed. 

(). Have you an entire knowledge of the entire Blane tract? 

A, Yes, sir. 

(). What is the general character of the property embraced in that 
tract ! 

A. Well, you have in a certain part, from Bellechasse street to the 
Bayou St. John, you have higher ground there and the other part is 
lower, much lower; and I may say that the lowest part of the Blane 
tract is the part comprised between Orleans, Canal Carondelet, Ca- 
nal, Broad, and Port street. 

(). Is that property from its situation and condition, or a greater 
portion of it, susceptible of being used for any purpose whatever ? 

A. No, sir; except by filling the lots at a great expense, then you 
would have great difficulty to find tenants, because people prefer to 
rent in the city. 

Q. Do you know where you would get any filling? 

A. Not in that part of the city. 

Q. Do you know where it could be obtained ? 

A. You would have to go very far from there to get any. I don’t 
know any place in the Blane tract where you could [find] earth to 
fill up the fates 

J. A. DHemecourt, sworn, &c., for respondents: 

Q. What is your occupation, Mr. D’Hemecourt ? 

A. I am at present city surveyor. 

(). How long have you been a surveyor in this city ? 
o915 A. I have been upwards of forty years carrying on my 
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Q. You are familiar with the Blane tract ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

(). Will you please tell us what is the relative elevation of the 
Blane tract, starting from the boundary on Ursuline street, near 
Broad St., and going on towards Canal street. What is the relative 
elevation at that corner of Broad St., say extending from Ursuline 
street to Canal street clear to Canal street; is there any inclination 
or any depretion of height; what say you? 

A. At the intersection of Ursuline and Broad street it is a ridge; 
it ceases about three hundred feet from that point or about St. 
Phillip street, and then from there to Canal street it is a dead level. 

(). That ridge extends how far; it begins whére? , 

A. On Ursuline street, following along Broad street, the ridge 
slopes down a distance of three hundred feet and then acquires the 
swamp level, and is the same all along to Canal street. 

(). What is the swamp level? 

A. It is about eighteen inches above the sea level. 

Q. Tell us what is the average width of the ridge that you refer 
fo starting from the corner of Ursuline and Dorgenois streets and 
going along towards the bayou. 

A. The ridge ceases at the intersection of Ursuline & Dorgenois 
streets. It isa line that comes to about between St. Peter and Or- 
leans streets. 

Q. In the Blane tract? 

A. In the Blane tract. 

(). That is the ridge ? 

A. Yes, sir; the line of the ridge is pretty near parallel with 
Bellechasse street. 

Q. That ridge in the Blane tract extends from the intersection of 
Dorgenois and Ursuline streets nearly parallel with Bellechasse St. 
as far as the corner of St. Peter street ? 

A. About to Orleans street. 

(). Orleans St. ? ' 

A. Yes, sir; on Port street near the Bayou St. John. 

(. What is the average width of that ridge on the Blane tract? 

A. The width of that ridge on the Blane tract is between one hun- 

dred and fifty to two hundred feet. 
5916 (). Witness shown a lead pencil line on the map marked 
Document No. 1. You put the lead pencil line there? 

A. The lead pencil line was put down by Mr. Pilie and myself 
with a great deal of care, and indicates the low land and the high 
land. : 

Q. It indicates the base of the slope? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. The portion of the ridge lying on the Blane tract is the base 
of the main ridge itself of which extends far DSeyond the Blane 
tract ? | 

A, Yes, sir. 

Q. In the Blane tract itself beyond the slope of ridge which you 
have indicated, all is — , 

A. What we call swamp level. 
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profession in the City of New Orleans, and have been most of the 
time in the employ-of the city as surveyor. 

(). And the swamp level begins at the corner of Ursuline & Dor- 
genois streets, and near the bayou at the corner of Port and Orleans 
streets? 

A. Yes, sir. 

(). Ona line near Bellechasse street and distant about two hun- 
dred feet from Bellechasse St.? 

A. Yes, sir; that — the average. 

Q. All of the Blane tract from that line to the Carondelet canal 
is swamp level ? 

A. Yes, sir. : 

Q. Is that portion of this tract nearest the Bayou St. John and 
Carondelet canal, where the Bayou St. Jolin connects with the Caron- 
delet canal, lower than the other portion of it; tae lowest portion of 
the Blane tract is that embraced within Orleans street ? 

A. No, sir; you must make a circle from the Bienville street 
draining machine, as 

Q. The lowest portions embraced between what? 

A. It is embraced in a circle the centre of which would be the 
Bienville draining machine. 

Q. Extending how far? | 

A. Extending a thousand feet all around. 

Q. Where is that Bienville draining machine located? 

A. It is located at Hagan avenue, between Carondelet canal and 
Conti St. | 

(). Bienville street machine—that is outside the Blane tract? 

A. Yes, sir; the drainage machine is on Hagan avenue, between 
Carondelet canal and Conti street. 

Q. About how far—what street would the radius of the circle 
which you say extends a thousand feet around the Bienville drain- 
ing machine reach ? 

A. It would extend as far as the corner of Saleedo St. and Caron- 

delet walk, in the Blane tract. 
5917 Q. How far would it extend along Port St. along the 
bayou ? 

A. About to Orleans on the bayou; the entire balance outside 
the ridge of that tract is all swamp land. 

Q. Does it require constant drainage in order to keep this tract 
free from water? 

A. Well, of course. 

Q. Isn’t it, in spite of the drainage, constantly overflowed when- 
ever there is much rain ? 

A. Yes, sir; and the Dumaine street road is often intercepted by 
the rain water, although it is higher than the Blane tract. 

Q. How much higher than the Blane tract ? 

A. Well, it’s fully eighteen inches above the general level; you 
may — two feet above. ; 

Q. Mr. D’Hemecourt, will you please inform us what is the level 
of the property situated on Seventh, Bellechasse,and Oak streets? 

A. That is high land. 
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A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And it is unimproved ? 
A. Yes; it is mainly unimproved; a portion of — is improved ; 
on twenty-three lots there are four improvements. 
(). Is that outside the Blane tract ? 
It is in the Blane tract, but not in the Gaines claim. 


(). As to the property which is in possession of the heirs of Me- 


Carthy, indicated on this plan, Document No. 1, as square No. 86, 
what is the character of the land there—is it high or low land? 

A. It was low land, but it’s high now, because it was filled. 

(). It was filled ? 


A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Are the streets leading to these several squares high or low ? 
A. This is a shell road, sir. 


(). Broad St. shell road ? 

A. Yes, sir: on the west side. 

Q. The other streets, are they high? 

A. No, sir; they are low, but some of them are filled up with 
trash. 

Q. But generally they are low ? 

A. Yes, sir. | 

(). Does that re nder access to property on these streets difficult ? 

A. You can go on an ordinary rain by Broad street ; but the least 
rain overflows the whole of it. 

(). This square No. 60, in which Mr. Roe her ‘reau’s lots are situated, 
is that unimproved ? 

A. It’s unimproved and low. 

(). Can you reach it In rainy weather? 

A. Yes, sir; by this road here—the ¢ ‘arondelet canal shell road. 


By Mr. Upron: Q. How many squares, Mr. D’Hemecourt, 


5918 are there in the Blane tract? 
About fifty squares and portions of squares: 
Q). Fifty squares and fractions of squares ” 


A. Yes, sir. 


(). How many of those squares are low.and not susceptible of 


improvement? 

A. From this line in pencil on the plan marked No. 1—the ridge 
line 

(). That embraces the entire Blane tract? 

A. Not quite; with the exception of about ten squares. 

(). Situated where? 

A. Along Bellechasse St.—the line of Bellechase St.—because 
Bellechasse doesn’t run very far. 

Q. Could any person in undisturbed possession of this property, 
by ordinary good management, have derived any revenue or in- 
come or value from it? 

\. No, sir; not unless they filled in the entire tract, and then it 
would be high land. 

Q. Would it be a healthy place to live in? 

A. Not as it Is. 
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Q. You say that the entire tract would have to be filled to pro- 
duce a revenue? 

A. Yes, sir; from the ridge line. 

Q. Isn’t all this property suburban property ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

(). Isn't there a great deal of vacant and unimproved property 
situated between Canal St. and the Blane tract? 

A. Yes, sir; a great deal. 

Q. Isn’t that property equally as well or more favorably located 
than the Blane tract ? 

A. It is better drained for the moment. 

Q. Why hasn't that property been improved between Canal St. 
and the Blane tract ? 

A. There is no demand for that property ; we havy-n’t population 
enough to fill up the city where other property is more desirable. 

Q. Those lots couldn’t be rented or sold ? 

A. No, sIr. 

Q. Were you acquainted with the Blane tract when the drainage 
machine was at work and in order? 

A. Yes, sir; the Orleans draining machine. 

Q. Did that draining machine, when at work, have the effect of 
draining the entire Blane tract ? 

A. Yes, sir; when the canals were first dug and ditches opened 
it used to drain it, but not enough for it to be settled as gardens, 
because in heavy rains, before the machine would take out the water, 
the gardens would be overflowed. [I knew parties who tried garden- 

ing there and had to give it up when the machine was in 
5919 operation. 
Q. Are you acquainted with lots 55 & 24? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What 1s there character? 

A. Twenty-four is on the edge of the ridge, and is on the swamp 
level. Both 24 & 35 are on the swamp level, with the exception of 
a small portion of square No. 24, which touched the ridge. 

Q. And the balance of squares 24 & 35 not susceptible of improve- 
ments? 

A. No, sir; not unless you fill them up. 

Testimony and Note of Evidence taken before E. Sabourin, Esq., Master 
in Chancery, on Thursday, 6th June, 1878. 
J. L. GUBERNATOR (recalled): 
Cross-examination by Mr. Mixts: 

Q. Did you know the location of the Poydras market before it 
was built? 

A. No, sir; it was built when I came here. 

(). Take that section from Canal, St. Charles, Julia, and Claiborne 
streets at the time that you came here; please describe it as to the 
character of its lowness or highness, and the improvements that 
there were upon it; first describe whether it is low or high. 
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A. Well, as far back as Claiborne street was at that time pretty 
generally occupied. The work-house was there; the Girard St. 
cemetery was there; the Freret cotton press and sheds was there; 
the charity hospital, the gas-works—all those buildings—were there 
When I came here. It is as high there as it is at any other point 
either above Julia St. or above Canal street, except a certain por- 
tion of common up in the rear. It is higher than it is below Canal 
street as far back. I don’t speak positively; I speak only from my 
impressions. I was here when the crevasse of 1849 occurred, and 
my Impression is that the water came up much nearer to the city 
below Canal St. than it did above. 

Q. Now, in heavy rains in that section to which ‘I have drawn 
your attention, [what] is the effect of the water on the streets; does it 
run; does it not overflow, then, between St. Charles, Julia, & Clai- 
borne streets? 

A. It overflows for an hour or an hour and a half. 

(). Llow far does it overflow? 
5920 , A. Well, the lowest point, as far as | am able to judge, as 
Circus, formerly Circus street, now Rampart street, from Julia 
down to Poydras market. Sometimes the water stands there for an 
hour or an hour and a half, and after that it is all gone. 

(). Since you came here has or has there not been a good many 
improvements made and houses built in that section referred to? 

A. Yes, sir; there have been some improvements made. 

(). Has there been a great many? 

A. Well, I cannot tell you the number. 

() | don’t ask you the number. 

A. There have been some improvements made, but I can’t say the 
number. 

Q. You have said that between Julia & Poydras Sts.,in the lowest 
part of the city? 

A. Yes, sir; according to my observation it is. 

Q. Hasn’t that portion between Julia & Poydras been built up 
almost entirely on all those squares ? 

A. On Rampart between Julia & Poydras they are. 

Q). I didn’t say Rampart. 

A. [Thad reference to Rampart St. when [spoke about overflows ; 
that is the section that overflows most in that neighborhood, accagd- 
ing to my observation, and I confined my answer to that. 

(). Didn’t you state that all of the tract bounded by St. Charles, 
Canal, Claiborne, and Julia streets, that the portion between Julia 
and Poydras St. was the lowest? . 

A. My answer is there; let the reporter read it. (Answer read.) 

Q. Isn’t it to your knowledge that when [you] came here, where 
Poydras market is, and and a block on each side of it, was very 
low? 

A. ie SIP. 

Q). Below Rampart St., in the first district, as a general rule, the 
lots have to be filled up, and toa great extent, before improving 
them, haven’t they? 


» 
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A. Yes, sir; I presume that all of those lots have been filled up 
more or less. 

Q. Isn’t it equally true that between Canal, St. Charles, Julia, and 
Rampart streets, that, before building upon them, the lots have to 
be filled up? 

A. I don’t know; I don’t recollect seeing any lots filled in that 
part of the city. If any filling was done, it was done before I knew 

anything about it. 
5921 (). Between the Blane tract and Canal St. are there not in 
some portions of it improvements and buildings. 

A. Yes, some few, mostly on Canal and Broad St. 

(. Well, are there not some on a street parallel to Canal St.? 

A. Only a few on Bienville St., from Broad St. down. There is 
the Canal St. railroad depot on Canal St. 

By Mr. Scumipr: Q. Isn’t it a fact that Canal St. and Bienville 
St. are both thoroughfares on which railroads run, and hasn’t that 
fact had a material influence in inducing parties to build on those 
streets ? 

A. Yes, sir; Bienville St. was a shell road for twenty years, and 
there is now a railroad on it; Canal St. is a shell road that is kept 
in better order than any of the other shell roads in the city. 

Q. And it has a railroad also ? 

A. Yes, sir; steam and horse-car railroads, and those things in- 
duce people to buy there and improve property rather than where 
such facilities do not exist. 

Q. As a general rule the nearer you come to the river to the front 
of the city, has not property more value than that further back ; 
isn’t property a few blocks from the river more valuable the nearer 
you approach the river than back from it? 

A. Yes, sir; as a general thing it is the case; there are some few 
exceptions, but it is all worth more than rear property. 

Q. That is on account of being nearer the center—the business 
portion of the city? 

A. Yes, sir; nearer the markets, churches, and everything. 


Bb. SALoy, recalled on examination by Mr. Mins: 


Q. Do you remember the property above Canal St. when you first 
came here, Mr. Saloy? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In the vicinity of the Poydras market ? 

A. I remember a very little, because I live- always in the 2d dist. 

Q. Well, wasn’t that low land in the vicinity of the Poydras 
market when you first came here? 

A. Yes, sir; part of Circus St. and Poydras market was low. 

Q. Now, don’t you know that all that property has been filled in 

and houses built upon it since ?. 
o922 A. Yes; I have seen plenty houses built since. 
Q. By Mr. Scumipr: What is the distance from Poydras 

market to the Mississippi river—how many blocks” 3 

A. I think it is about 15 to 18 blocks; no, Lam mistaken, it’s only 
about 10 blocks to-day, but when I came here wasn’t more than five 
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or six squares. I recollect that the Mississippi came to Tchoup- 
itoulas street about thirty-five vears ago. 

(). Please tell us how far from the river front the Blane tract lies, 
say beginning at Dorgenoils St. ? 

A. lt’s about twenty-two blocks to the nearest point from the river 
to the Blane tract. | 


». GAGNET, recalled, cross-examined by Mr. Mints: 


(Q). What was the character of the lands as to highness or lowness 
between Canal, Julia, St. Charles, and Claiborne St. when you first 
came here? 

A. I was born here; I suppose that there was not more than three 
or four feet difference. 

[Q.] Difference of what? 

| A.] Claiborne St. was lower than St. Charles St. ? 

(). Now, Julia and Canal, which was the lowest? 

A. They were about the same. 

Q. Now, the whole of it, wasn’t it quite low Jand in the vicinity of 
Poydras market ? 

A. Well, it wasn't verv low; I know that because I went over it. 

(). Wasn't it low land? 

A. No, sir. 

). Did you ever go over it immediately after a rain? 

\. Well, no; not immediately after, but a very short time. 

). After a heavy rain wasn’t il all overflowed ? 

\. Yes, sir; for a few minutes. 

(Q). What do you call a few minutes ? 

\. | have never noticed that. 

Q. Did you remember a place called the fish pond or goose pond 
that was near where Poydras market now stands ? 

A. No, sir. 

(). After a heavy rain are not all the streets running from Julia to 
Canal, and from St. Charles to Claiborne St. overtlowed, or most of 
them ? | 

[ A. Well, not quite. 

[|Q.] Not quite, but are not most of them overflowed after a heavy 
rain storm ¢ 

[A.] For a few minutes. , 
5923 (). I did not ask that; I didn’t ask how,long; answer my 
question, ves or no. 

A. | have seen certain streets overflowed, but not all of them. 

(). How long do they remain overflowed after a heavy rain ‘ 

A. For about ten minutes. 

(). In case of back water from the lake, how far did the back 
water—to Basin or Rampart St.? 

A. I have seen it extend to Claiborne. 

(J. You never saw it extend higher? 

A. No, sir. 

(. You don’t know to the contrary ? 

A. I am sure that during my lifetime it didn’t; it never came up 
to Claiborne St. 

> 
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(. You don’t know that it did? 

A. Not during my lifetime. 

(). You don’t know whether it did or now? 

A. I don’t know whether it did or not; but if it did, 1] have never 
seen it. 

(). What has the effect of the Gaines litigation had upon checking 
improvements on the Blane tract ? 

A..1 never knew nor heard that Mrs. Gaines had any claims upon 
the Blane tract. 

Q. What part of the city have you lived in during the last twenty 
vears ? 

A. In the second district. 

Q. What part of it? 

A. Principally on Esplanade St. 

Q. Were you well acquainted with some people living on the 
Blane tract ? 

A. No,sir; because the Blane tract is uninhabited. 

(). You have heard of the Gaines suits, haven’t you ‘ 

A. Yes, sir. 

(). What suits of Mrs. Gaines have you heard of? 

A. Well, as-a general thing I never took any interest in them. 

(). Mention some of the cases of which you have heard. 

A. Except this ease of Mr. Monsseaux I know of none. 

(). Didn't you hear that the Monsseaux suit included a portion of 
the Blane traet ? 

A. Yes, sir; I heard of it; [ read it in the newspapers. 

(. How long ago? 

A. About two years ago. 

(). Not before that? 

A. No, sir; not before. 

Q. Since you heard of that suit‘what effeet, if any, has it had in 
checking or retarding Improvements on the Plat ane tract ? 

A. None whatever, because nobody cared about improving it, be- 
cause it was always considered a reservoir for the waters of that part 
of the city. 

Q. You know that to your own .personal knowledge ” 

A. Yes, sir. 
v4 J. A. DHemecovurt, recalled: 

Cross-examined by Mr. Mints: 

Nore.—Witness desires that in whatever testimony be given on 
the present hearing, as well as what he gave last summer (1877), ref- 
erence is made in both instances to the plan or map marked No. 1. 

Q. I understand that you said last summer that you had the levels 
of the City of New Orleans. 

A. I stated last summer that I had the compar: itive levels at my 
oflice. 


Q). Could you furnish them ? | 
A. It would be a tremendous work ; if you give me the section, a 
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memorandum of what you need, Pll furnish you the levels compara- 
tive to the Metairie Ridge. 

Q. That is the unit? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You remember that section between St. Charles, Canal, Clat- 
borne, and Julia streets, before Poydras St. market was built ? 

A. Well, I was so young that | can’t recollect I saw it built. 

Q. About how old were you then ? 

A. Well, | am sixty-two vears old now. 

Q. Well, when was that built ? 

A. That market was built in 1858 or 1839 

(. You used to go over that tract ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

(). When you first knew it, wasn’t the locality of Poydras inarket 
very low? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Wasn't the goose pond near there? 

A. Yes, sir. 

(Q. Whereabouts was that? 

A. Between Carondelet, Baronne, Poydras, and the upper streets. 

(). That was formed by the drainage ‘of the surrounding lots ? 

A. No, sir; it was a dug-out pond : the warehouses up there are 
now called the goose-pond warehouses. 

(). Could that section around Poydras market been built upon 
without filling up? 

A. Cert inly not. | 

ri Has it been built upon; do you know that or not? 

. Yes, sir; it is built up. 

“ What kind of buildings; brick or wood? 

A. Both: but elnefly brick. 

Q. The — ts on that locality are paved, are they not? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will me please furnish me the level of the squares bounded 
by Gravier, Carondelet, Julia, and Basin streets, as compared with 

the initial of the Metairie Ridge? 
O25 A. Yes, sir; I will give vou “the four corners of it. 
(). And the centre also ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When will you do it? 

A. To-morrow. 

(). IT mean the level before those square- were built upon ? 
\. Tean't do that; I can give you the level—the actual grade 
of the sidewalks as they stand now. 

(). Can't you state how much they have been raised ? 

A. About two feet; but that’s only the approximate. 


oe 
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By Mr. Scumipr: 
Q. Hlow far was Baronne street from the river in 1836, taking 
Povdras street as the line to the river? 
A. The river was then very near Tchoupitoulas street. 
(. Ilow much further off is the river now ? 
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A. It is three or four blocks further off now. 

(). That’s on account of the formation of the batture? 

A. Yes, sir. 

(). You have stated that the goose pond which existed near Poy- 
dras street, between Carondelet and Baronne streets, was dug out, and 
not formed by the drainage of that neighborhood ? 

A. Yes, sir; that was dug out. 

(). Wasn’t there a brick ma.sufactory there ? 

A. Yes, sir; | believe so, but [don’t recollect it. I recollect there 
was a pond called goose pond; I recollect that very well. 

Q. You have been asked if all that portion has not been built up? 

A. I answered ves. 

Q). Will you please inform us whether, as a general rule, the nearer 
lots are to the front of the city more valuable they are and the 
more readily they are built upon ? 

A. As a matter of course. 

Q). What was the distance between the point from the river front 
to the Blane tract ? 

A. Through Esplanade the river has not changed there since about 
thirty or forty years. 

Q. Ll ask you what was the number of blocks between the nearest 
point of the Blane tract and the river? 

A. About thirty-two blocks. 

(). The distance was nearly the same in 1858 as it is now? 

A. Yes, sir; about the same. There isn't fifty feet difference. I 

don’t whether it is more or less, 
O926 (). Well, as a general rule, has the rear portion of the city, 
so far back as that tract, been generally improved or not? 

A. No, sir; except the ridges. 

(). Except the ridges * 

A. Except the ridges a and high lands. 

(). As a general rule, the further back you go the lower the lands 
are; the further back you go from the river front in this city the 
lower the lands generally are? 

A. Yes, sir; until you meet the ridges. 

(). What is the ridge that you refer to here? 

A. The Metairie Ridge and those ridges; the Bayou St. John and 
Bayou Roa Ridge. 

Q. You stated that there was a sort of fun-el in the lands back of 
the city which formed a receptacle for the water running from all 
other parts? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And that fun-el you have already deseribed the location of? 

A. Yes, sir. 


L. J. Fremaux, recalled. 


Cross-examination : 


Q. Ilow long have yeu lived in the city ? 
A. Sinee 1837. 

(). Do you live near the Blane tract? 

A. No, sir; I live in the second district. 
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(. Near the Blane tract? 

A. No, sir. 

(). Did you know what effect the Gaines litigation las had in 
checking improvements on the Blane tract? 

A. I suppose it has interferred very much with it. 

(). Now, Mr. Fremaux, isn’t it noticeable that the improvements 
just outside the Blane tract [are] kept up in better condition than 
those on the Blane tract ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. To what do you attribute that? 

A. To the more perfect drainage. 

Q. Do you attribute it to anything else ? | 

A. Of course the litigation on the property prevents lnprove- 
ments. 

O. More, recalled : 

Cross-examination : 

Q. What effect had the Gaines litigation had in checking im- 
provements on the Blane tract ? 

A. Since when? 

(). Since the institution of the suit. 

A. To my personal knowledge it has had no effect, except since 
the war. : 

(. What effect has it had since the war? 

A. To check it. 

(). To what extent has it checked it? 

A. Well, Ldon’t know. @. A good deal. 
5927 Q. What do you mean by a good deal ? 
The same as voumean. Al. I can’t give your interrupta- 
tion. 

(). Would you have improved your lots since Mrs. Gaines sued 
you for them ? 

A. No, sir. 

(). You wouldn't fill up, you wouldn't do anything towards im- 
proving your r property there? 

A. No, sir; I would not. 


JunLes A, iia recalled: 
Cross-examination: 


Q. Do you remember that section of the city between St. Charles, 
Julia, Claiborne, and St. Charles streets before the St. Charles Hotel 
was built? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was the character of that particular section as to low- 
ness or highness, say in the vicinity of the St. Charles Hotel ; 
Was it low or was it high ? 

A. LT remember before the hotel was built; I remember around 
Poydras St., where the boys used to"go and bathe in the goose- pond 
where stores are now. 

Q. What was that goose-pond ? 
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A. Isuppose rain-water lodged there ; there was a hollow place. 

Q). What is built on that goose-pond ? 

A. It was the corner of Baronne and Poydras Sts. 

Q). Wasn’t all that section spoken of low ? 

A. I suppose everything is low. The whole of the country is 
low until it is drained. 

Q. Didn't it have to be filled up before it was built upon ? 

A. It had to be drained. 

Q. Drained and filled up both ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

(). Isn’t that section from between Canal, St. Charles, Julia, & 
Claiborne Sts. pretty well built up? 

A. Yes, sir; it’s pretty well built from St. Charles St. to the 
river, but there are a great many vacant lots still left in the rear. 

Q. Are the buildings wood or brick in that section ? 

A. In the front they are nearly all brick. 

Q. In case of heavy rains are not those streets gencrally over- 
flowed ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Sometimes from banquette to banquette ? 

A. Yes, sir; Julia St. is, because that is the lowest point. 

Q. But generally are not those streets covered with water? = I 

don’t ask vou how long they are so covered, but are they not 
5928 generally covered with water after a heavy rain? 
A. 1&8. 

Q. What effect has the Gaines litigation had in checking im- 
provements on that portion of the Blane tract claimed by Mrs. 
Gaines ? 

Note. Objected to by counsel for respondents on the same grounds 
as heretofore stated, on which objection the master ruled as before. 


A. I can’t say that the Gaines litigation has had any particular 
effect towards checking improvements. 


Q. (By Mr. Scumipr:) T understood you to say that you knew a 
great many lots in the vicinity of the section bounded by St. Charles 
Julia, Claiborne, and Canal Sts., or in that section, that remained 
unimproved ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Asa general rule, doesn’t property situated near the river 
front rate higher; isn’t it more valuable and isn’t it much more 
generally improved than the property is as you go back further to 
the rear of the city? 

A. Certainly. 

(). Is there much difference between the natural level of the land 
from Canal St. to Julia between St. Charles and Claiborne and the 
corresponding streets in the second district, or the original level of 
those streets ? 

' A. [Tam nota surveyor to answer that question. There are por- 
tion- of the city lower than other portions. Judging by rain-waters, 
sound places are lower than others. 
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Q. Don’t you know that Custom-house and Bienville streets and 
other streets in this section are overflowed up te Charrtes St. after : 
heavy rain? 

A. Yes, sir; that’s what I say; yes, sir; portions of the city are 
lower than other portions. 

Q. But generally the further back you go the lower is the level of 
the lands? 

A. Yes, sir; up to reaching the ridge. 

Q. (By Mr. Upron:) I believe you stated that there is a great 
of improved property in the vicinity of that portion of the Blane 
tract claimed by Mrs. Gaines ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

(). Whatis the reason that these places remain unimproved ? 
O29 A. For the reason that there is so much other property 
nearer the city and more valuable than it is in the market, 

and nobody wants it. 


Kk. B. Musarove, recalled : 

~  Cross-examination : 

Q. Do you know how far thie back waters of the lake have ex- 
tended between Bienville St. and Julia street; how near to the river 
have the back waters of the lake extended ? - ! 

A. You mean the last overflow ? 

(). Yes, sir. 

A. The last was the highest overflow I ever knew. 

Q. How far did it come up from there? 

A. It came up to Claiborne street. 

(). Didn’t it come further? 

A. Not much. 

Q). Didn’t it come any further? 

A. Well, [came up in a sail-boat, drawing only three inches of 
water, to the corner of Claiborne and Canal streets, and I couldn’t 
go any further for want of water. 

(). Don’t you know that the water to a certain extent actually ex- 
tended as far as Basin street ? 

A. No, sir; I don’t think it did. 

Q. What was the character as to lowness or highness of the 1: ind 
of that section between Julia, Claiborne, Canal, and St. Charles 
streets when first you knew it? 

A. I know nothing about that part of town. 

Q. How long have you lived here? 

A. All my life, except seven or eight years. 

Q. You don’t know anything about that part of town? 

A. No, SIP. ° 

Q. The lands of this city are generally low, are they not? 

A. I don’t think, sir, that they could be called hilly. 

Q. Are they not generally low? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Except the ridges, doesn’t the whole area of this city have to 
be filled up before being built upon? 


THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS Vs. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 4699 


A. No, sir; I don’t think the whole of it has. 

Q. Doesn't it generally ? 

A. No, sir; I have seen a great many buildings put up within 
half a mile of this place (Exchange alley) without filling up. [am 
in a building now, one of the largest buildings in town, that is not 
long built, and the lots didn’t require filling. 

(). Where is that building? 

A. At the corner of Baronne and Gravier streets. I saw 
5930 the lots before they started the building, but I didn’t see any 
filling put in there. 

Q. When was that building commenced ? 

A. When was it commenced? 

(). Yes. 

A. I went into the building on the Ist of October last, and it was 
commenced about this time last vear, to the best of my recollection. 

Q. Had there been any building there before? 

A. Yes, sir; but it was enly a stable. 

Q. How long had that stable been built? 

A. It had been built as far back as I can recollect. 

Q. At the time that stable was built didn’t they have to fill up 
the lot? 

A. I don’t —, sir, whether they had or not. 

Q. What effect hus the Gaines litigation bad in checking or re- 
tarding improvements on that portion of the Blane tract that Mrs. 
Gaines sued for? 


(Nore. —Objection to on the same grounds as before, and the 
master makes the same ruling as on the first objection.) 


A. I have myself heard it said that any man who wanted to buy 
a piece of property where Mrs. Gaines had a claim could buy it 
cheap; could get it on his own terms from her, for almost a song. 

(). lL asked you what effect has the Gaines litigation had towards 
retarding improvements on that portion of the Blane tract claimed 
by Mrs. Gaines? 

A. I don’t know. 


Testimony and Notes of Evidence Taken before E. Sabourin, E’sq., Master 
in Chancery. 
A. W. Coorerr, for pI’ff: 
Cross-examined by Mr. Upron: 

Q. How long have you lived in the City of New Orleans? 

A. Pretty regularly since 1850. I have never been out of the 
city except on visits of a month or so at a time. 

Q. What is your occupation ” : 

A. Iam a carpenter by trade, and have been in the building busi- 
ness for some years. ‘ 

Q. Have you a general knowledge of real estate in the City of 
New Orleans? 

A. I have, sir, a general knowledge such as any person might 
have that sees property bought and sold. 
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Q. Do you know where the property usually known as the Blane 
tract, bounded by Dorgenois street, Bayou St. John, Caronde- 
5931 let walk, and Bellechasse street, is located ? 
A. Well, I am not much acquainted; I may say below 
Canal street, for | have always been above it nearly all the time. I 
have bought considerable property in the neighborhood above Canal 
street, but I never go below it. 
Q. Then you have no personal knowledge of the Blanc tract? 
A. I have not. 
By Mr. Mivts: 
(). Did you builf the Fassman press ? 
\ Certainly I did. 
(). Where is it situated ? 
A. On Calliope St. 
(). Between what strects ? 
A. Lean hardly remember the name now, but it is below White 
street ; the upper line is bounded, I think, by White St. 
Q. When was it built ? 
A. In 1860, 
(Q). Is it a valuable press ? 
A. Well. I think so. 
(). | mean its structure. 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Is it well built ? 
A. Yes, sir. 
(). How much did it cost ? 
A. I could tell you to a dollar, if— 
(). I don’t want to know to a dollar, but within a few thousand. 
A. It cost near seventy thousand dollars. 


- 


Nore.—Counsel for respondents object to the proceeding question 

and answer. Objection overruled. 
By Mr. Uprron: 

(). Was this press offered for sale a few weeks ago ? 

A. Certainly it was. 

Q. Do you know how much was paid for it? 

A. Well, I wasn’t at the sale, but one square of the press building 
was sold some years ago, and bought by Popp & Elliott. 

Q. What was the press offered for the other day ? 

A. I understand that Fassman’s son boueht it for six thousand 
dollars; but that’s only hearsay. 


Note of evidence—Counsel for complainant offers in evidence a 
map of the City of New Orleans, tor the purpose of showing where a 
certain crevasse Was. Said map is the map of Francis B. Ogden, dated 
January ISth, 1829, and embraces the City of New Orleans and sub- 
urbs, and is now offered for the purpose of showing the proximity to 

the Mississippi river which the waters from a crevasse, indi- 
D932 cated on the said mi ‘filed and marked No. 2. 
0432 cated on the said map, now filea and marked No. 2. 


“ 


THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 4701 


I. A. Destonpr, sworn for complainant: 
By Mr. Mitts: 


(). You gave your testimony in this case last summer, | believe, 
before the master In chancery ” 

A. Yes, sir; before Masters Gurley, Sabourin, & Butler. 

(). Ilave you made an examination of that section of the city be- 
tween what is known as the Blane tract and Canal St., or above 
Canal St.? And, if so, state when you last examined it, for what pur- 
pose you made the examination, and the result of the examination. 

A. Yesterday—that was the ninth—we, Mr. Olmsted, a mechanie 
and builder, and myself, examined the portion of the city embraced 
within Dorgenois St., Canal St., Hagan avenue, and Carondelet walk. 
We examined nearly thirty-seven squares of ground, examining each 
square separately, the object being to ascertain the improvements 
upon that portion of the city. Of those thirty-seven squares we 
found eight squares entirely vacant and unimproved, leaving the 
other twenty-nine squares some very partially improved and some 
solidly improved. We found the total value of the improvements, 
exclusive of sidewalks, which we didn’t appraise, at two hundred 
and eleven thousand dollars. We made that estimate as closely 
as we possibly could. 

(). Have you a memorandum or diagram showing the different 
squares partially and wholly improved, and those not improved ? 

A. (Witness produces diagram of the section referred to.) Here 
isa diagram which I hold in my hand, and which represents by 
squares the portion of the city that | examined ; it shows the value 
of the improvements on each square, and where there are no im- 
provements the squares are marked vacant. 

Note of evidence—Counsel for complainant offers the document 
marked 3 filed. 


(). What was the appearance or condition of those improvements, 
as to being well or not well kept up, generally ? 
O58 A. Some are well kept up, but others are not. On Dor- 
genois street, and White and Dupre streets the improvements 
are generally in pretty good condition. 

(). So far as your examination extended, did those squares gen- 
eraally present the appearance of having been filled up from their 
natural level ? 

A. Well, all the ground in the locality appeared to me to be low. 
I tind that the bench mark at the intersection of Broad & Canal 
Sts. indicates a depref-ion between thirteen and fourteen feet from 
the head of Canal street ; the bench mark shows a depref-ion of thir- 
teen and fourteen feet between Broad street and the head of Canal 
street at the river. From Broad street to Hagan avenue the de- 
pret-ion is not so great as between Broad street and the river. It 
‘aries from thirteen to eighteen inches. I fixed it by examination 
of the grades and levels on file at the city hall. 

(). Are you familiar with what is known asthe Blane tract ? 

A. I know it very well. 
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Q. What is the source of your knowledge ? 

A. Frequent examination of the tract; “I have been over it eften. 

Q). I believe you stated last summer that you examined it with 
reference to a particular obje ct. 

A. Yes, sir; I examined it fully before I gave my testimony. 

(J. Can you state, Mr. Deslonde, what the relative grades of what 
is known as the Blane tract and the tract that is re presented on the 
Diagram No.3 just filed, which diagram was made by you? 

A. Well, the grades have not been established throughout the 
Blane tract; began the work but didn’t extend it, and there are only 
certain points where it has been done. 

(). Can you state those points—where they are? 

A. At the corner of Dumaine and Broad _ streets, it Is very near 
the same as the intersection of Broad & Canal streets. It may be 
a few inches difference. [am not certain which is the highest or 
lowest. The intersection of Rendon and Dumaine streets is very 
near the same grade as the intersection of Randon & Canal streets. 

The depref-ion at Randon & Canal is from thirteen to 
5934 eighteen inches; difference between Broad and Canal and 

that of Randon & Dum: aine streets is from thirteen to eighteen 
inches also. There are no grades established cither at St. Ann, Or- 
leans, or St. Peter streets. 

(). Did you examine as to Improvements any portion of the city 
adjoining the Blane tract; and, if so, state what are the results of 
that examination ? 

A. Well, in company with Mr. Olmsted, we rode around the 
squares for three tiers south of Dorgenois street, that is, towards the 
river. and we found those squares “comparatively compactly built, 
with here and there a vacant lot. 

(). All those improvements seemed—do you. know of your own 
knowledge from the appearance of those buildings whether or not 
they have been built some time? 

A. We saw no new buildings, but we saw houses that were being 
repaired and remodeled. . 


Cross-examination by Mr. Upron: 


(). You were last year in the employ of Mrs. Gaines, were you 
not? 

A. Yes, sir; as an expert. 

Q). For what purpose ? 

A. For the purpose of ascertaining the condition of the property 
and what improvements were upon it. 

(). The property known as the Blane tract ? 

A. Yes, sir; the “Blane tract.” 

Q. I believe you have been in the real-estate business, haven't 
” 

Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you ever rented or sold any property in the Blane tract? 

NorE.—Objected to by counsel for complainant, for the reasons, 
first, that all this testimony was taken last summer; and, sec- 
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ondly, that this question has no connection with anything elicited 
upon the direct examination of this witness. Objection overruled. 


A. My recollection is that last summer I couldn't answer the ques- 
tion without referring to our books. We sold a great deal of prop- 
erty and I couldn’t, from memory, state whether we had sold any 
there or not. 

Q. Can you, at the present time, mention any property in 
5935 the “Blane tract” that you have either rented or sold ? 

A. Ieannot. I sold property on Esplanade street, but that 
wasn’t in the Blane tract. 

Q. Are you acquainted with the Blane tract? 

A. lam, sir. 

Q. Are you acquainted with the property between Canal St. and 
the Blane tract? 

A. Between Canal St. and the Blane tract? 

(). Yes. 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q). Isn’t there a great deal of vacant and improved property i 
that locality ? 

There is, sir. 

Q). Hasn’t that vacant and unimproved property been vacant and 
unimproved property as long as you can recollect? 

A. There is some of it, and some where the improvements have 
been destroyed. 

(). In that locality ? 

A. You mean immediately on Broad and Canal streets—well, of 
the thirty-seven squares that I examined yesterday. 

Q. I am not asking you that, Lask you if there is nota great 
deal of vacant and unimproved property between Canal St. and the 
Blane tract? 

A. There is considerable unimproved property there and always 
has been, so far as I have known. 

(). As to locality, how does that property compare with the prop 
erty known and embraced in the Blanc tract? 

A. Well, that bordering immediately on Canal St. is, of course, 
more market: able, or rather was more marketable than the property 
in the Blane tract until recently, until the past six or seven years, 
Since when has there been little or no demand for property of any 
kind. 

Q. Is this property ge nerally higher or lower than the Blane trac U: ? 

There is very little difference. 

Q Can you state why this property has always remained vacant 
and unimproved? Can you state the reasons ? 

A. Well, prior to the war and up to the period of the war improve- 
ments were developing rapidly on Canal St. out to the ridge, and 
continued to do so up to 1566, when things took a turn and prop- 
erty declined in value; a few improvements have been made since, 
except here and there, like that of Mr. Bell on Canal street. 

By Mr. Mitis: Q. What square is that? 
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5936 By Mr. Upron: A. I can’t give you the boundaries. 
(). Isn’t there much vacant and unimproved properiy in 
close proximity to the Blane tract? 

A. Below or above? 

(). Either or both ? 

A. Well, in the Blane reservation there is some vacant property 
that is high ground. 

(). Is there any vacant property in the vicinity of the Blane tract? 

\. Well, towards the Faubourg St. Jolin there is on the boundary 
line. 

(). What is the character of the property in the. Faubourg St. John ? 

A. Very high ground. 

(). Higher than in the Blane tract? ee 

A. Yes, sir; the ground begins to raise on Dumaine St. and con- 
tinues to Bayou road. 

(). Do you know why that property in the Faubourg St. John has 
always remained vacant and unimproved ? 

A. | could give no particular reasons, as it is high ground. 

(). Isn’t it much more favorably located than the property on the 
Blane tract ? ; 

A. I prefer property in the St. John tract to that in the Blane 
tract, because it doesn’t require filling. 

(). Isn’t it as accessible as the Blane tract? 

A. Yes, sir; it’s accessible by several lines of railroad—Dumaine, 
Esplanade, and Broad street lines. 

(). It is more accessible than the Blane tract? 

A. Yes, sIr. 

(). Much more so? 

(. It has great facilities of approach. 

(). Isn't all this property in the Blane tract suburban property ? 

A. Well, I call all that class of property like Greenville, Carroll- 
ton, and Bloomingdale suburban property. 

(). Could any one, Mr. Deslonde, with ordinary good management 
have derived any revenue from the property known as the Blane 
tract, or the greater part thereof, either in its past or present conditon ? 

A. Well, sir, that would be a matter of opinion. 

(). Well, you can say what is your opinion ? 

A. I can’t say. 

(). That is your reply ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

By Mr. Minis: Q. Did Lunderstand you to mean that you 
5937 have no personal knowledge of this matter and no opinion to 
express ? 

By the Master: Q. I want to know whether or notalong the 
Carondelet canal, on the Blane tract side, there is not a shell road 
running along the bayou from Broad St. shell road. 

A There has been a road there many years. I have driven down 
it often to the lake. 

(). What kind of a road is it ? 

A. Well, | haven’t been all its length lately—about five or six 
years ago. I went to the lake by it and it was a tolerably good 
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road, and [heard that Mr. Gagnet, lessee of the canal, improved it. 

Q. Do you know its present condition ? 

A. I know its condition along Canal Carondelet, but not from 
Esplanade bridge, at the lake; I think it is not at present kept in 
the very best condition. 

By Mr. Upron: Q. Do you know when the shells were last put on 
that road, or when it was last put in order? 

A. The shells were put on that road—I don’t know it from my 
own knowledge, but they were last put upon — by Mr. Gagnet, 
lessee of the canal. 

(). What do you mean? 

A. I mean the shell road along Canal Carondelet and to Fort St. 
John. 


LL. J. OLMsTeaD, sworn for complainant: 


By Mr. Mitts: Q. How long have you resided in this city ? 

A. Thirteen years. 

(). Where did you reside previously ? 

A. In Cuba for six years. 

(). Did you ever reside in New York ? 

A. Yes, sir; New York city. 

(. What was your business, or special calling, in New York ? 

A. I was an architect, builder, ‘and contr actor, and, at one time, 
city surveyor. 

(). What has been your o¢ cupation ? 

A. Builder, with the exception of two or three years. 

Q. Mr. Deslonde has stated that, in company with you, he yester- 
day examined certain property between Carondelet canal, Dorge- 
nols, Broad street, and Canal street 

A. Yes, sir. 
5938 Q). You heard Mr. Deslonde’s testimony ? 
A. Yes, sir. 

().. Do you corroborate what he says” 

A. Every word of it. 

Q. Have you anything else to add to what he said: if so, state it. 

A. I don't know that I have; I examined a topogr: iphical map 
at the city hall this morning with reference to se I don’t know 
whether or not he stated at the point of Hagan avenue and Canal 
there was a depretion from the beneh mark at the head of Canai 
street and the corner of Broad and Canal of about fourteen feet. 

Q. Yesterday, when you made your ap praiseme nts, did you make 
a memorandum of the sale; and, if so, is this it (witness shown 
document)? 

A. Yes, sir; that is the memoranda I made. 


Note of Evidence. Complainant offers Document Marked No. 4, the 
Appraisement made by Messrs. Olmstead and Deslonde. 
Joun Bierry, sworn for complainant: 


(). You are one of the defendants in this suit. 
A. Yes, sir. 


295G 
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Q. You reside on the Blane tract? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Ilow long have you resided there ? 

A. For the past nineteen years, 

Q. Did you hear the testimony ef Mr. Deslonde in reference to 
improvements on the property between Dorgenois, Carondelet walk, 
Broad, and Hagan avenue ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you corroborate it? 

A, Yes, sir. 

Q. Fully? 

A. Yes, sir, fully. 

(Q). What effect, in your judgment, to your person: al knowledge, 
has the Gaines litigation had towards checking or retarding i imn- 
provements on the Blane tract? 

A. Well, as far as I am concerned myself, I have some lots on the 
other side of Broad street that I would have improved but for it. 

Q. What, so far as you have heard from others owners of lots in 
that tract, ¥ as the Gaines litigation had in general towards checking 
or retarding improvements ? 


Norr.—Objected to by counsel for respondents as hear- 
D939 — nee. Ruling by the master: This testimony will 


be admitted for the purpose alone of preving what effect the 


suits of Mrs. Gaines had upon the title to property upon the Blane 
tract. 

A. Well, it has had a great deal to do with it to my certain knowl- 
edge. 

By Mr. Huntincron : Q. How do you know what effect the Gaines 
litigation has had in deterring others than yourself from making 
improvements; do you know that it has had such effect from the 
parties themselves, or has it come to you as a revelation ? 

A. I know it from my own personal knowledge. 

Q. You know it from your own personal knowledge and from 
what they have told you” 

A. Yes, sir: I filled up five lots for Mr. Francis Mooney this side 
of Broad St., and he intended to put up a fine house at the time, but 
when this matter of Mrs. Gaines’ came up he put upa small shanty 
just to pay the taxes, until her claim was settled one year or the 
other. 

(). Well, how is it that owners of property outside the Blane tract 
haven't improved their property ? 

\. They were afraid of the title. 

(). Those persons outside the Blane tract? 

A. Well, there is Dorgenois street, that’s the line on one side of 
Madame Gaines’ property, and one side of that street the Blane tract 
is not built upon, while the other is solidly built. 

Q. Isn’t there unimproved property contiguous to the Blanc tract 
that is low? 

A. Yes; back in the swamp. 
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Q. Isn’t there property on Canal street that is unimproved that is 
higher and better situated than the Blane tract? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Is there any property between Canal St. and the Blane tract that 
is improved ? 

A. Why, certainly. 

Q. Why isn’t it improved ? 

A. Well, I can’t answer that question; it’s bought on speculation, 
I suppose. 

(). Well, your property is on the Blane tract ? 

A Cs, sir. 

Q. It was claimed by Mrs. Gaines ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

(). It’s improved ? 


A. Yes, sir. 
5940 QQ. W hy did you improve it if there was a shadow on the 
title? 


A. There was no shadow on the title then. 
(). How long ago did you buy that? 
A. Twenty years ago. 
(). Were those improvements made before you got notice of the 
suit? | 
A. All about the house. 
(). And that was built afterwards ? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Why did you build the house afterwards ? 
A. Beeause I thought the claim was dead and gone years ago. 
(). Your improvement- are worth several thousand dollars ? 
A. Yes, sir: five or six. 
By Mr. Hunrineron : Q. Have you comp-ised with Mrs, Gaines ? 
A. No, sir. 
(). Have you given up your property to her? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Made any agreement or arrangement with her ? 
A. No, sir. 
(). Is there no agreement between you by which you are to aid 
her in establishing her claim to this property ? 
A. No,sir; I wanted to compromise with her when she first came 
here, and went to see lawyer Stone about it. 
Q. Well, why did you do it? 


A. Because he said he had no right to do it. 


J. L. Gupernator, recalled for self and Mr. & Mrs. Morel: 


By Mr. Huntincron: Q. Just make your statement in reference 
to this matter on which Mr. Mills has cross-examined you. 

A. He asked me in regard to the overflow of the property between 

Canal, Julia, St. Charles, and Claiborne street-, and my answer was 

that it overflowed during heavy rains—the rear portion along Ram- 

part St.—and that the flood lasted for an hour or an hour and a half, 

or something like that. That portion of the city is on the incline 

* 
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of the slope made from the top of the levee to the low land in the 
rear. It is not at the foot of the slope ; it Is not quite midway; and 
the reason the water doesn’t flow off to the lowest point 1s because 

the gutters are not kept clean, or the rainfail is to- heavy for 
o941 their capacity. The water then goes on until it reaches the 

base of the slope, and there it would remain if it were not 
taken off by artificial means. bg the levees were all taken away it 
would flow into the Bayou John and through into the lake. 
After a heavy rain, when the w: sor reaches the foot of the slope from 
the river it remains there from 24 to 48 hours, according to the ca- 
pacity of the draining machines and the amount of water that has 
fallen. 

Q. Canal St. floods sometimes so that you can’t cross it at its in- 
tersection with Exchange alley, doesn’t it? 

A. Yes, sir; — the water goes off to a lower point. 

By Mr. Mints: Q. Now, then, Mr. Gubernator, formerly how far 
up the river had the Bayou St. John its source, and how far up did 
its branches reach? State either from your historical or personal 
knowledge ? 

A. Some of them—its braneches—extended up to the Mississippi 
river. jj 
Q. How far did the Bayou St. John and its branches extend up 
the river‘ 

Ps I can’t tell you how far they extended up. 

Wasn’t it above Carrollton ? 
. IT presume the basin. 

@ Tam not speaking of the basin; how far up the river did the 
Bayou St. John or its tributaries extend ? 

A. 1 don't know; but they drained that portion of the basin 
formed by the Metairie ridge, er river, and Esplanade St. 

(). Weill, how far’? 

A. We 1. about 14 or 15 miles. 

Q). Then it was the actual drainage of the land between the Bayou 

Jobn and the Mississippi river? 

A. Yes, sir; from the upper point above Carrollton along down 
the river to Esplanade St. 

Q. Now, sir, how do you account for your statement that while 
that bayou and its tributaries was the natural drainage for all that 
section, that you said that al. the waters of that section found their 
way to the Blanc tract ? 

A. At what period ? 

Q. At the time that you said that it was the natural drainage. 

A. Before any canals, ditches, ave drainage was made all 
0942 the water found its way to the Bayou St. John. 

(). Ilow, then, have you stated that without artificial drain- 
age all the waters falling between the Bayou St. John and = Missis- 
sippl river and Mississippi river found its way into a basin on the 
Blane tract? 

A. It didn’t find its way into the river; it found its way into the 
Bayou St. John over the Blane tract or throught it. 

Q. Then I understand you that all the waters between the Missis- 
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sippi river and the Bayou St. John didn’t find there way into a basin 
on the Blane tract? 

A. All the waters found their way into the Bayou St. John at or 
near the Bienvielle St. draining machine. There was no basin at 
the Blane tract, but there’s a depression at that point in the Blane 
tract (witness indicates the position near draining machine) of from 
| to 2,000 feet or a half mile, around to which point of depression 
all the water tended. 

(). Except in case of the breaking of the banks of the Carondelet 
canal, is there any rain water falling on that section between Canal 
Carondelet and Canal street which finds its way on to the Blane 
tract ? 

A. It doesn’t find its way on the Blane tract now; it is prevented 
by artificial works—by levees. 

(). Has it found its way to the Blane tract since Canal Carondelet 
was built, except when the levees of that canal were broken? 

A. The water from above Canal Carondelet ? 

(). Yes. 

A. No, sir. 

(). Isn’t Canal Carondelet one of the boundary lines of that tract ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

(). Now, how is the Blane tract affected, in any manner, by the 
Wwaters—by rain waters falling above Carondelet canal ? 

A. It is not affeeted now. 

Q. Nor hasn’t been since the building of that canal ? 

A. No, sir; but it has been affected by the waters below that ca- 
nal between Esplanade and Broad Sts. and the Metairie ridge. 

Q. Now, sir, What waters, except those that fall upon the Blane 
tract and those waters that flow from the front (towards the river), 
find their way to the Blane tract? 

A. No others. 
DAS Q. Then it receives no other waters than those falling upon 
itself, except the waters flowing naturally to it from the Mis- 
sissippl river ? 

A. No, sir. 

By the Master: Q. Is the Blane tract frequently submerged by 
lake water? 

A. No, sir; only when the levee breaks. 

(). Llow often does that oceur? 

A. In the last 50 years it has occurred 2 or 5 times. 

Q. Was the Blane tract itself submerged ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

(). That was aécidental ? 

A. Yes, | presume so. 

(). It is not a usual thing, that breakage of levees ? 

A. No, sir; but the rainfall is enough to flood it. 


—_ 


d. Flood it how much ? 

A. Well, I have seen the whole place a sheet of water. 

For how long? 

From 24 to 48 hours. It depends upon the capacity of the 
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drainage machines. All the water has to go to the London drain- 
ing mi chine, and that is a mile and a half or two miles off. 

Q. Would the case be different if there was a good draining ma- 
chine; wouldn’t it drain perfectly? 

A. Yes, sir; it would drain better than if it was two miles away. 

Q. Would it drain better if the other district were drained ? 

A. Yes, sir; but the other districts are not well drained; the 
other lands are sometimes not drained for 24 hours. 


Q. By Mr. Huntinaron: Isn’t the value of the property on the 
Blane tract depreciated and held back in value by defective drain- 
age ? 

A. Yes, sir; it Is. 

(). It is fit for gardens? 

A. No, sir; it is not; gardeners have tried to live there, but failed, 
owing to the destruction of their crops by water. 

By Mr. Minis: Q. Doesn’t it ee rilow as often by the breaking of 
levees on the side of Canal St. and Carondelet canal as on ‘the 
“Blane tract”? 

A. Yes, sir. 

By Mr. Hunrinaron: Q. Doesn't that fact affect the value of the 
Canal St. property for the same reason? 


A. Yes, sir. 


Testimony and Notes of Evidence taken before E. Sabourin, Esq., Master in 
Chancery, on Tuesday, 1th June, 1878. 


A. J. VILLERE, Esq. : 
Cross-examination by Mr. Mitts: 


(). Mr. Villere, that map No. 3 represents the seetion that 

5944 has been inquired of. Now, please state whether or not your 

examination of the property referred to and described on the 

map in your hands has been lately made by you for the purpose of 
determining the improvements on it. 

A. I have never made any examination for the purpose of report- 
ing or with a view of making any report or giving any testimony 
in the subject-matter. My testimony in this matter is merely given 
on the recollection of what I have seen, and not lately. I have not 
seen the tract last mentioned in my testimony; that is, the one be- 
tween Canal Carondelet, Bienville, Hagan avenue; W hite, or Dupre, 
streets. Lately though, a few days ago, I had occasion to go on 
Broad St. between Dumaine and St. | hillip streets. 

Q. Did you find that property on Broad street between Dumaine 
and St. P hillip streets improved or not? 

A. The property on Broad street between Dumaine and St. P hillip 
streets on the river side—half the front of that property is fenced in, 
and there [are] some improvements on it. The lots are filled, the 
sidewalk is filled up, and a portion of it banquetted, and the balance 
of the square on Broad street, about six lots are not improved in 


THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 4711 


any manner. The front or other side of Broad street, between Du- 
maine and St. Phillip Sts., is not improved. 

(). Is there any portion of lower Louisiana not subject to overflow 
from breaks of the river banks ? 

A. Any portion of lower Louisiana, did you say? 

Nore.—Objected to by counsel for respondents as entirely irrele- 
vant. Objection overruled as going to the effect of the testimony 
only. 

A. My opinion is that the whole of lower Louisiana is under the 
level of high-water mark of the Mississippi river. 

(). Is any portion of the unimproved and undrained lands in 
lower Louisiana not subject to overflow from rain falling thereon ? 

A. There are ridges which are not subject to overflow by rain 

water falling thereon; but those ridges are only a small por- 
5945 tion of the lands. There are, for instance, such ridges as the 
Gentilly Ridge, where the rain waters would drain naturally. 

(). Drain into what ? 

A. Drain into the swamps; but the ridge is very narrow. 

(). What canal received the rain waters falling between Broad St. 
and the Mississippi river? 

A. In the second district ? 

(). Yes. 

A. The Orleans eanal. 

(). Isn't there a Broad St. canal? 

A. That empties into the Broa street canal. The Orleans St. 
canal is the only channel for rain water from Esplanade St. to Canal 
Carondelet. 

Q. By those canals would any rain water falling in the front of 
the Blane tract, from Broad street to the river, go on to the Blane 
tract beyond Broad street. 

A. The rain water falling between the Blane tract and the river? 

(). In front of Broad street? 

A. From Broad street to the river is drained through Orleans 
canal and Broad canal. Orleans canal extends up to the Bayou 
St. John, and if Broad St. canal is not properly drained by the 
draining machine the waters coming through Orleans canal will, of 
course, overflow the Blane tract; but if the waters of the Broad street 
canal are drained properly by the draining machine the Blane tract 
will not be overflowed. 

(). What effect, to vour personal knowledge, has the existence of 
the Gaines litigation had upon checking or retarding improvements 
on that portion of the Blane property claimed by Mrs. Gaines? 

Nore.—Counsel for respondents object to this question for the 
sume reasons as urged when it was propounded to other witnesses, 
The master rules as heretofore on this question. 

A. 1 think it had the effect of checking it to a certain extent only 
on that portion which is high, where the land does not require fill- 
ing, but I think that the improper drainage system has been the 
principal cause of this portion of the city not being improved. 
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Q. Hasn’t this litigation checked the filling up of the low lots ? 
A. Well, it might have done to a certain extent. For in- 
5946 stance, | may say the front on Broad street and front on 
Canal Carondelet. 

(). How do you account for the improvements that have been 
made to your knowledge on property adjoining the Blane tract be- 
ing of a finer character and better kept up than those improvements 
on the Blanc tract” 

A. In the immediate neighborhood of the Blane tract I know very 
little were! very few buil lings which are of any great value, ex- 
cept those built on Esplanade St.; but in the immediate neigh bor- 
a of the Blane tract I don’t know any building of much value. 

Are not those buildings kept in much better order than those 
on a Blane tract ? 

A. As a general thing they are. 

(). To what do you attribute that? 

A. It might be attributed to the fact of this litigation, and those 
who have built on the Blane tract are not anxious to spend much 
money for the repairs of houses which may be taken from them. 

@. Wouldn’t that also apply to filling up the lots? 

That would apply to filling. 

Q fake Dorgenols street, which is the dividing line of the tract, 
and state what is the relative appearance of the improvements on 
the side of that street on the Blane tract side, both as to the amount 
of improvements and their condition, and the improvements and 
their condition the other side of the street. If you can state the 
difference in appearance, do so. 

A. I can’t say that I could recollect both sides of Dorgenois street, 
from the Canal Carondelet to Ursuline street, because I haven’t passed 
through Dorgenois street. Lonly see Dorgenois street passing through 
Dumaine St., and from Dumaine St. I hay-n’t noticed the difference 
enough to be able to recollect it. 

(). How long ago did you pass through it? 

I haven’t passed through Dorgenois street. 

Q. What streets bounding the Blane tract have you passed through 
during the last ten years? 

A. Broad St., Dumaine and St. Phillip streets. 

(). Did you stop on those streets through the Bl ane tractany time 

when you passed through ? 
OAT A. No, sir; except late ly I stopped on Broad St., between 
Dumaine and St. Phillip streets. 

(). How long did you stop ? 

A. About an hour; something like that. 

(. You had no particular object to make an examination of the 
Blane tract regarding the subject-matter than you have been exam- 
ined upon to day 

No, sir; there are about six vacant lots fronting Broad street, 
ans which there is a suit in court, in Which | am one of the attor- 
neys, and inasmuch as | went into the immediate neighborhood of 
those lots, I took occasion to examine them in order to ascertain 


THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GALNES. 4715 


their value, and I noticed the grade of the lots with a view of ascer- 
taining how much filling they required. 

By Mr. Urron: Q. Are those lots that you have just alluded to 
high or low; do they require filling ”? 

A. They don’t require much filling, according to my calculations. 
These lots are designated as seven, eight, nine, ten, eleven, and 
twelve, of square nineteen on this plan, marked No. 1. 

Q. Hlow many squares is Esplanade street from the Blane tract— 
from the line of Bellechasse street ? 

A. On Broad street the distance between Barracks and Hospital ; 
on Broad street the distance between Esplanade to Barracks street is 
two hundred feet from Barracks street, to Hlospital street trree hun- 
dred feet, to St. Phillip St. it is three hundred feet; without count- 
ing the width of the streets that is the distance. 

(). On Broad street? 

A. Yes, sir: 

(). ‘Take from the nearest point on Esplanade street ? 

A. Without looking at any map | gave my testimony from imem- 
ory; if | am correct in my idea, the Blane tract extends from Canal 
Carondolet to St. Phillip St.; if it extends any further I don’t know 
it. 

By Mr. Minis: Q. It extends to the Grand Route St. John; do 
you know where that is? 

[A.] The Grand Route St. John—my understanding is that the 
Grand Route St. John is the street that runs from Bayou St. John 
near to the Fair Grounds, and goes near the stables of the Dumaine 

street cars; it is the street on which the Dumaine street cars 
5948 run from their depot or stables to the Bayou St. Jolin. 
Q. Can you answer the question, how far it is from Espla- 
nade street to the Blane tract? | 

A. If the Blane tract runs or extends from Canal Carondelet to 
the Grand Route St. John, then Esplanade street is in the Blane 
tract? | 

By Mr.. Urrox: Q. How far, Mr. Villere, is it from Bellechasse 
and Broad streets to Esplanade street? Look at this map (witness 
shown Exhibit No. 1) and state the distance from Bellechasse and 
Broad streets to Esplanade street? 

[A.] From the map it is impossible to state the exact distance 
between Bellechasse and Esplanade streets, because the map dosen't 
show the distance; the measurement isn’t marked on the map; I 
only judge by measuring on the map approximatively; but from this 
map I judge it’s about seven hundred feet. 


GrorGce W. Ler, sworn for respondent, Mrs. E. Vance: 


Q. What business are you engaged in, Mr. Lee? 

A. lam hardly doing anything at all now; I have been lately in 
the real estate business, collecting and renting. 

(). Are you the agent of Mrs. E. Vance? 

A. Yes, sir. 

(Q). And have been, how many years? 

A. Some twenty-seven years, | think six. 
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Q. What is the character of the property in possession of Mrs. 
Vance claimed by Mrs. Gaines in this litigation ? 

A. You mean the surface of the soil? 

(). The general character; is it improved or vacant ? 

A. Vacant, sir. 

(). Has that property during the time that (hat you have been agent 
for Mrs. Vance yielded any revenue ? ) 

A. No, sir. 

(). Is it entirely vacant and unimproved ? 

A. Yes, sir; and always has been so to my knowledge. 

(Q). Is this property suburban property ? 
\. Well, I presume you might call it that; it depends on the line 
that you start from. 7 ' 

Q). Is there any other vacant and unimproved property in this 
vicinity ? 

A. IT haven’t been there for twenty-five years, except passing along 
one evening in a buggy, quite late, with a friend. 

(). Then, as far as you know, you don’t know whether there is or 
not?” 


o 


A. When I saw it there were hundreds of acres vacant. 
HOAD (). As the agent of Mrs. Vance did you try to rent this 
property ? : 

A. Well, I tried several times; I saw a-Mr. Blane, a sort of 
explorer that lives down there, and tried to rent it. 

(). Did you try to rent or sell? | 

A. L asked him if he could find me a tenant, but he couldn't. 

Q. Did you make any other efforts from time to time to rent it? 

A. I suppose I did, but found it useles and I gave it up in despair. 

Q. Then you are unable to rent this property and derived any 
revenue whatever from it? | 

A. Yes, sir. 

By Mr. Mints: Q. Did you put any improvements on it? 

A. No, sir. 

(). Did you put any fence around it? 

A. No, sir. ) 

(). How did you expect to rent it? 

A. I didn’t expect to rent it, because there was so much better 
land a mile and a half near- the city. 

(). Suppose there wasn’t any better land than that, how could you 
expect to rent it without a fence around. 

A. I wouldn’t put a fence around while there is plenty of land 
just as cheap in a better situation; I don’t think a gardener would 
rent lands three miles from the city. 

Q. Are you finished ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

(). What is your name, sir? 

A. George W. Lee. 

Q. You gave your testimony last summer ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q). You stated last year about all that you knew of this matter ? 

A. Yes, sir. 
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(. And why did you come to give your testimony to-day about it ? 

A. Well, I was asked to come. 

Q). To whom did you ever attempt to rent the vacant land ? 

A. To nobody; I spoke to Mr. Blane about it and asked him if 
he would try to find me a tenant for it. 

Q. Why do you say that you tried to rent the land and couldn't 
get a tenant for it? 

A. Because no tenant offered himself. 

Q. Did you go anywhere to look for a tenant? 

A. No, sir; — any one wanted the place it was his duty to come 
to me. | 

By Mr. Upton: Q. This is the first time that you have testified 
in this case, Mr. Lee? 

A. Yes, sir; I testified a very little or nothing in the court before 
in regard to Rochereau’s property. 


C. L. De Fuentes, sworn for respondents generally : 


5950 iy Mr. Upron: Q. Are you acquainted, Mr. fuentes, with 
the property known as the Blane tract, claimed by Mrs. 

Gaines in this ¢ity and bounded by Bayou St. Jolin, Bellechasse 
street, and Broad street, and Carondelet walk ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

A. How long are you acquainted with that property ? 

A. 1 am living on that tract for the last eleven vears 

(). What is the general condition or character of that propertv— 
is it high or low lands—subject to overflow or not? 

A. Generally it’s low and subject to overflow. 

(). Could that property, or the greater portion of it, Im its present 
condition be used for any purpose whatever? 

Nore.—Objected to by counsel for complainant as a matter of 
opinion. 

Objection overruled. 


A. If the property was filled up it might be utilized, but as it is 
now, no. 

Q. Could any one, by ordinary good management, in possession 
of this property, derive any revenue from it? 


Note.—Objected to as a matter of opinion by counsel for com- 
plainant. 

Objection overruled. 

A. They might derive some income from it if they would fix up 
the place at a great expense to them. 

Q. I ask you if any one in its past or present condition could de- 
rive any revenue from it. 

A. Generally, no. 

(). Why not, Mr. Fuentes ? 

A. Because a portion of it is very low. 

(). Is it subject to overflow or not? 

A. It is, sir; at my place, where we have filled up, I suppose it’s 
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almost two feet above the level of the traet, and the track has been 
raised, and I have known the cars to be two and three days without 
being able to take one house. 
Q. Is there any vacant property in the vicinity of the Blane 
tract ? 
A. Yes, sir; plenty. 
Q. How does this property compare with that in the Blane tract ; 
is it lower or higher, more conveniently located or not? 
A. On the other side of the basin, Canal Carondelet, it’s about 
the same style of land. 
(). Is there not also a great deal of vacant squares or lots 
O51 of ground between ¢ ‘anal street and the Blane tract—sq uares 
that have always been vacant and unimprovea, to your 
knowledge ? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Weil, how does this property compare with that in the Blane 
tract? 
A. It is about the same style of land. 
().-Do you know the reason why this property has always re- 
mained yacant and unimproved ? 
A. No, sir; except that it’s low. 
By Mr. Mitts: 


Q. What was the cause of that overflow that you spoke of, whic h 
kept the cars from running three days? 

A. Where the cars were kept from running it was after’ heavy 
rains, and I believe the waters of the lake caused it. 

(). Hlow often has that happened to your knowledge ? 

‘Two or three times. 

Q. In how many years ? 

A. In the last ten years. 

(). In those storms referred to, wasn’t a large part of the first and 
of the second district, from ¢ laiborne street to the lake, overflowed ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

(). How far, in those storms, did the water come up Canal St.? 
Do you remember? 

A. I remember in one of the overflows the water came up, I think, 
so far as Basin street. 

Q. What effect has the Gaines litigation in retarding improve- 
ments on the Blane tract, as far as your personal knowledge extends? 

NotE.—Objected to by counsel for respondents. Objection over- 
ruled. 

A. A great many people didn’t want to improve because of Mrs. 
Gaines’ suit. That is what I heard people back there say. 

). The ‘Vv told you so, gener ally % 4 

A. Yes, sir. 

(). That was the general conversation back in that neighborhood, 
as far as you heard it? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Didn't you consider that a very good reason for not improving? 
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A. Of late I have, sir. 

(). About how late? 

A. For the last three years. 

(). Has that had any effect on you keeping up or not keeping up 
the improvements that you had made before ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

(). To what extent ? , 

A. Well, at least not myself, but my father wouldn't make any 
improvements since. 

(). Hasn't your father rather let the improvements that he had 
made run down ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

(). Are they not in a very much worse condition to-day tha they 
were three years ago? 

A. Yes, sir. 
5952 (). In what respect as to the house ? 
A. Well, generally. 

(). Your father has stopped paying taxes, has he not? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You had very fine improvements the7r- one time, I am told? 

A. Yes, sir. 

(). To what extent had you improved at one time ? 

A. There is no telling, exactly ; [I think sixty thousand dollars, if 
a cent. 

(). And when your father was convinced that his title was bad, 
he stopped improving, and let those sixty thousand dollars decline? 

A. Yes, sir. 

(). Were you here yesterday when Mr. Deslonde gave his testi- 
mony ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

(). Are you acquainted with that section between Carondelet ea- 
nal, Dorgenois street, Canal street, and Hagan avenue, so that you 
can speak of the improvements on it? 

A. Lam partly acquainted with it. 

(). Are there not considerable improvements on it—on the differ- 
ent squares ? 

A. Yes, there are some improvements on it; there’s the House of 
Good Shepard. 

(). Go on with the other squares. 

A. There are several small buildings there; there’s the property 
on Canal street that belonged to this powder man, John Hoyle, and 
it’s built on Broad street to Canal street and the ear station. On 
the Carondelet canal there is what is called Pickles Row, but be- 
yond that I don’t believe there is anything. 

(). Have you examined it lately ? 

A. Yes, I have been past often. 

_Q. Are there any improvements on Dupre or White St. ? 

A. You mean on the upper side ? 

(). I mean the section I have asked you about. Are there any im- 
provements on Dupre or White Sts.? Are there not some on Dupre 
St. ? 
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A. I don’t recollect. 

(). On Gayoso street ? 

A. I believe there is a couple of little buildings. 
(). Are there not more ? 

A. I haven’t examined it closely. 

(). Salcedo St.—how is that ? 

A. I don’t remember, sir. 


Nore.—There being no other witnesses present for the respondents, 
the further hearing was adjourned at 2.25 p. m. this date, until 1 p. 
m. to-morrow, Wednesday, 12th June, 1878. 


Testimony and Notes of Evidence taken on Wednesday, 12th June, 
5953 1878, before lon. F Sabourin, Esq., Master in Chancery. 


C. FE. Girarpry, Esq., sworn and examined on behalf of all re- 
spondents. 

By Mr. Upron : Q. Where do you reside? 

A. I reside and have resided in the City of New Orleans for over 
twenty vears, including the period of the war. 

Q. What is your business ? 

A. Iam in the real estate business, and have been during the 
time that I have lived here. 

(). Are you well acquainted with the value of real estate? 

A. I have a general knowledge of real estate throughout the City 
of New Orleans. 

(). Are you acquainted with the property generally known as the 
Blane tract? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What part of it claimed by Mrs. Gaines, bounded by Belle- 
chasse, Carondelet walk, Dorgenois, and Broad Sts. ? 

A. Yes, sir. 


Nore.—Statement of Mr. Upton, solicitor, of the reasons why he 
has not furnished the list of the party defendants herein for whom 
he appeared, and which on yesterday he promised to bring by ten 
o'clock this morning. All this general testimony is taken on behalf 
of each and every respondent in this cause for whom Mr. James 
McConnell is attorney of record. 

Ruling by the Masrer: I consider this statement of Mr. Upton 
is a comphance with the promise made by Mr. Upton yesterday, 
because it is incumbent upon the solicitor for complainant to know 
in what cases Mr. MeConnell has appeared as of attorney of record, 
and the master feels himself bound also to take notice of the same 
fact. 

Solicitor for complainant excepts, on the ground that, among 
other things, that Mr. McConnell had several times during the ses- 
sion, before the master, stated to him that he didn’t, wouldn’t, and 
couldn't represent any defendants in this proceeding wherein they 
might have interests antagonistical to those of the City of New 
Orleans. 
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Testimony of C. E. Grrarpey resumed : 


A. I have a general knowledge of the Blane tract. 

(). How long have you been acquainted with it, Colonel ? 

A. Ever since | lived here. 

(). What is the general condition or character of that prop- 
5954 erty; is it high or low, vacant or otherwise, subject to over- 
flow or not? 

A. To the best of my recollection it is mostly vacant and unim- 
proved ; some portions of it are high ground, other portions are 
low and subject to overflow. 

Q. In your judgment and opinion, in the past condition of this 
property, and in its present condition, could any one in undisturbed 
possession have, by ordinary good management, Have derived any 
revenue, or income, or value from it? 


Note.—Objected to by counsel for complainant. Objection over- 
ruled. 

A. Yes, sir, I do. 

Q. What portion of that property is high and what portion is 
low? 

A. Well, I am not prepared to specify particularly; some portions 
are high and some low. 

Q. What proportion ? 

A. I should think that a third to a half is high, and the other— 
to the best of my recolleection—is quite low. 

(). Is there not in the vicinity of this property a great deal of 
other property that is vacant and unimproved, and has always 
been so? 

A. I think so. <A great portion of that part of the city is vacant, 
with the exception of here and there a few improvements. 

(. Do you consider this property suburban property ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Can you state why the property in the vicinity of the Blane 
tract has remained vacant and unimproved ? 

A. Property in its vicinity? 

(). Yes. 

A. Well, it’s because it’s near the drainage canal, and generally 
low and subject to inundation from the effluvial waters. 

Q. Is there not a great deal of vacant and unimproved property 
between Canal St. and the Blane tract ? 

A. Yes, sir; nearly all of that portion from Broad street down to 
the Metairie Ridge is unimproved. 

Q. How does that land compare with the land embraced and 
included in the Blane tract ? 

A. Compare how ? 

©. As to whether it is more favorably or unfavorably located 
than that in the Blane tract; whether it is higher or lower, and 
whether it is more accessible in general ? 

A. Property near Canal street is considered more valuable 
6955 than in the region of the Blane tract, for the reason that it 
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has better roads, and has convenience of horse-cars, and is gener- 
ally better drained, and is also somewhat higher. 

(). Can you state the reason why that property has remained 
racant and unimproved ? 

A. The reason? 

2. 208. 

Nore.—Counsel for complainant objects to this question. Objee- 
tion overruled. 

A. Except that it doesn’t pay to improve it; there’s to- much of 
that kind of prope rty for the demand. . 

Q. Why doesn’t it pay to improve it? 

A. There is no demand for it if it were improved,’as the popula- 
tion is to- small for the average of ground that the city has.- 

(). Do they consider that the s same would have been the result if 
improvements had been put upon the Blane tract? 

A. I do, sIr. 

3y Mr. Mitts: « What effect, if any, to your own personal 
knowledge, has the Gaines litigation had upon retarding or check- 
ing improvements on the Blane tract? 


Objected by counsel for respondents. Objection overruled. 


A. Well, it has, in my opinion, checked enproy ements in that 
particular section. 

(). You spoke of vacant property between the Blane tract and 
Canal street. I wish you would consider for a moment that por- 
tion between Carondelet walk which is the boundary line of the 

slanc tract and Dorgenois street, Canal street, and Hagan avenue, 
and state whether or not, to your personal knowledge, there has not 
been considerable improvements made upon that property? 

A. Yes, sir; there are some improvements on Dorgenois street, 
that is, from Carondelet canal up to Canal street, and on Broad and 
White streets, some few improvements. 

(). And on Dupre street? 
A. Yes; on Dupre street, a few. 
(). On Gayoso street” 
A. Very little. 
(). Salcedo street? 
A. Very little. I don’t believe there is an average of a house to 
square beyond (rayoso street. 
Q). Take Dorgenois street; how long since you were on that street? 
A. A few days ago. 
Q). Isn’t there a perceptible difference to the eye on the Blane 
tract side of that street, in the way of improvements, with the other 
side of that street? 
A. Yes, sir. 
5956 (). To what do you attribute that difference? 
A. To the question of title. 

Q). Is there not an exception as to the general character of the 

improvements on the Blane tract side of that ‘street and the other 
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side; take, for instance, the residence of Judge Able, that is well 
improved, isn’t it? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What is the reason of this difference? 

A. The difference in title. 


JosEPH BruNEAU, sworn for respondents generally: 


Q. Mr. Bruneau, how long have you been in the City of New 
Orleans? 

A. Sixty years, sir. 

Q. Have you a general knowledge and acquaintance with real 
estate throughout the City of New Orleans? 

A. Not much, sir. 

Q. Are you acquainted with the real estate in the 2d district of 
this citv? 

A. Yes; I own some there. | 

Q. Are you acquainted with the property known as the Blane 
tract, claimed by Mrs. Gaines in this suit, bounded by Bellechasse 
street, Carondelet walk, Dorgenois street, and Bayou St. John? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q). How long are you acquainted with that property? 

A. Well, I have been acquainted with that property all my life; 
when I first knew it it was a swamp. 

(. About how many years do you know it? 

A. Well, over fifty years ago. It was a swamp when I first 
knew it from Claiborne street to the bayou, and was forty years ago. 

Q. What is the real condition and character of that property, is it 
high or low, subject to overflow, or not? 

A. Well, there is some portion of it high and some portion of it 
very low. 

Q. Do you know what proportion is high and what proportion is 
low? 

A. Well, from Grande Route St. John it is high, at least higher 
than the other portion. 

(). And as to the balance, is it subject to overflow? 

A. Yes; from that portion to Carondelet canal it is subject to 
overflow—it used to be, but not since the drainage machine has been 
there. 

(). As to the lower portion that you speak of as subject to over- 
flow, is it useful for any purpose whatever? 

A. Well, you might build a house on high pillars, but isn’t useful 
for gardeners. 

Q. Why? 

A. Because the least rain overflows it. 
D907 Q. Isn’t there a great deal of vacant and unimproved prop- 
erty in the vicinity of the Blane tract? 

A. Yes, a great deal. 

Q. Isn’t there a great deal of unimproved property between Canal 
street and the Blanc tract? 

A. Oh, yes. 
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Q. How does this property between Canal St. and the Blane tract, 
and the property in the vicinity of the Blane tract,both of which is 
vacant and unimproved, compare with that in the neighborhood of 
the Blane tract, favorably or unfavorably ? 

A. Unfavorably ; because the lines are very low there. 

Q. Very low, where? 

A. From past St. Phillips street; the lands are very low, they 
slope. 

(). Slope towards which street? 

A. Well, the slope is towards the Carondelet canal. 

Q. Do you allude to the property in the Blane tract, or outside 
the Blane tract ? poe 

A. I mean the property that Mr. Blane sold to the City af New 
Orleans for a burying ground. That’s what IT understand. That’s 
what we eall the Blane tract. 

Q. Is the vacant and unimproved property between Canal street 
and the Blane tract higher than that in the Blane tract? 

A. Well, of course there is some high land in the Blane tract, but 
it’s mostly low. 

Q. Can you state why this property between Canal street and the 
Blane tract, and that in the vicinity of the Blane tract has remained 
unimproved ? 

A. I can state it to you, sir, that I have had some lands there and 
as fast [as] I would fence the ‘m in they would burn the pickets. 

Q. Has there ever been any demand within your recollection ? 

A. No, sir; I have some property in that neighborhood, and I 
‘an’t sell it. 

By Mr. Miiis: Q. Name the streets. 

A. | can’t tell, exeetly; ; but somewhere around there in the Blane 
tract. 

(). Did you ever try to rent that property ? 

A. I have tried to give it away to pay the taxes. 

(). How does your property compare with the Blane tract ? 

A. I have some high and some low land, and some of it on the 
ridge. 

Q. How does your property comps are with the “Blane tract” ? 

A. My property is in the “Blane tract.’ 

Q. When you say that your property is in the Blane tract, you 
mean that it isin the Blane reservation ? 


NoTE.—¢ Myjected to by counsel for complainant. 


Q. Where is this property of yours that you allude 
5958 located ? 
A. I have some on St. Phillips street, and it’s a very low 
place. 
Q. On what other strects ? 
A. Well, I can hardly tell you; it’s somewhere in the neighbor- 
hood of Mr. Avegna’s plave. 
Q. How rear the basin is it? 
A. Four or five blocks. 
Q. Is it embraced in the Gaines claim ? 
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A. Yes, sir; but Mrs. Gaines told me that she had nothing to do 
with it. I have got the titles for it. | 

By Mr. Mitis: Q. Didn’t she claim it ? 

A. No sir. 7 

Q). Did she never sue you for it? 

A. Yes sir. 

By Mr. Upron: Q. Look at this map (Exhibit No. 1) and point 
out the square on which your property is located? 

A. Ihave some in the square right in the rear of Labatret’s ; it’s 
in square No. 12 of map (Exhibit No. 1). ‘That portion of thesquare 
No. 12 is high land. 

Q: Is that property in square No. 12 higher or lower than that 
generally embraced in the Blane tract? 

A. That there isa little higher. 

. How long have you owned that property ? 

A. Ever since Mr. Blane sold it to the City of New Orleans. 

(). Have you ever derived any revenue from it? 

A. Nosir; I tried to rent it and tried to sell it. There is the 
gentleman there (Mr. Gubernator); I offered to sell it tohim. I had 
an account with him, and tried to get him to take it. I offered to 
sell it for $25 a lot, and could’nt get it. 

By Mr. Mitts: Q. Who does your title come from ? 

A. The City of New Orleans. 

Q. Then how do you make out out that Mrs. Gaines had no claim 
on that property ? 

A. I don’t know. 

@. You stated that Mrs. Gaines had no claim on it? 

A. Well, I went to Mrs. Gaines and she put me one question: 
“Who did you buy from?” I said the City of New Orleans, and she 
said, well, if [ had to enter suit against every man that bought in 
that section I [would] have to sue a million people. I have to sue 
the City of New Orleans. 

(). When did she tell you that? 

A. Many years ago. 

Q. What, when? 

A. When first she came out. 

(). Hlow long ago, ten years ago? 

Yes, more than that. 
(). Fifteen or twenty years ago 7? 
A. About twelve or fifteen years ago. 
HID Q. Have you used her exact language to you at that time? 
A. I am under oath. 

Q. Did she say that she would have a million suits? 

A. She said that if she would have to sue everybody that bought 
property in that section that she would—a million suits. 

Q. A million suits—do you use the exact language of Mrs. Gaines 
when you state that if she said she would have a million suits if she 
sued everybody in the Blane tract ? 

A. Well, a million. She said she would havea great many suits. 
She told me that she would have to sue the City of New Orleans for 
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that property, and not every individual that bought from the City 
of New Orleans. She told me that herself. 

(). Now, then, do you state she told you that she would have to 
bring a million of suits? : 

A. Oh, well, a million er more. I was satisfied. If she is to sue 
everybody that I bought property in her claim she would have a 
million of suits—or two millions. 

Q. How many persons to your knowledge have bought property 
in the Blane tract—one hundred thousand ? 

A. I don’t know. 

Q. Wasthere a million ? 


A. I don’t know. 


(). How long do you know that Blane tract? ; 
A. Well, since I bought it. 
(). What vear did you buy it in? . 


A. I don’t know; when the City of New Orleans sold it. 

Q. Did you state that you are not one of the defendants of those 
suits in the Gaines claim ? 

A. ‘Yes, sir. 

(). You are positive of that? 

A. Yes, sir; I can prove it. 


Putttie AveaNo (sworn for respondent, N. Rillieux) : 


By Mr. Upron: Q. Are you acquainted, Mr. Avegno, with the 
twenty lots of ground bounded by Ursuline, St. Philip, Dorge- 


nois, and Broad streets, the said lots being numbered in that square 


15, 17, 21, 22 to 35? 
A. Yes, I am acquainted with those lots. 
Q. Are those lots high or low, subject to overflow or not? 
A. Those just now owned are low, sir. 
Q. How long have you been acquainted with that property ? 
A. I have been acquainted with it since 1548. 
Q. Is the property vacant and unimproved ? 
A. It is vacant and unimproved. 


Q. Has it to your knowledge, from 1848 to the present. 


5960 time, been used for any — whatever ? 
A. I never saw it used. 

Q). Could it in its past or present condition’ be used for any pur- 
pose whatever ? 

Nore.—Objected to by counsel for complainant. Objection over- 
ruled. 

A. No, sir. 

Q. When did you last see this property, Mr. Avegno? 

A. On the 10th of this month, sir. 


Cross-examination by Mr. Mints: 


Q. Do you know Judge Able’s property on Dorgenois street ? 
A. No, sir; I don’t know it. 

Q. Do you know where he lives ? 

A. Somewhere about Broad and Dorgenois streets. 
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(). Doesn’t he live on the Blane tract? 

A. I don’t know, sir. 

(). Isn’t it a fine property ? 

A. I might have seen it, but 1 know nothing about which is Judge 
Abel's property. 

(). How came your friend to buy this property ” 

A. I don’t know. 

(). How do you account for so many sales in the Blane tract dur- 
ing the last twenty vears? 

A. I don’t know ; very probably the parties didn’t know the char- 
acter of the land in that tract. 

(). They were deceived in the trade? 

A. I can’t tell you. 

Nore or Evipence.—Counsel for complainant offers in evidence 
Exhibit A No 1, notarial act of sale from Daniel Clark, I*rancois 
Massias, before Pierre Pedesclaux, on the 29 of July, L809, show- 
Ing the value of property in the neighborhood of the Blane tract at 
that time, and that ground rent was recognized and known, as re- 
gards property situated in that neighborhood, the rate ten per cent. 
for ground rent given. 

Objected to by counsel for respondents, on the ground that it is 
irrelevant, having no legal connection with the reference made to 
the master, and on the further grounds that 1t is res inter alias actae, 
and that it is mutilated and unintelligible. 

Objection overruled. 

Note oF AGREEMENT.—It is agreed that Mr. Mills may produce 
and offer in evidence between now (the 12th of June, 1878) and 
Friday, 14th June, 1878, inclusively, copies of acts from the words 

of Pierre Pedesclaux for the same object as the act first offered. 
5961 The said evidence to be subject to the same objections and 

exceptions as made by Mr. Upton, solicitor, to the preceeding 
act of made by P. Pedesclaux. Then all the evidence to stand closed 
on both sides 

Case closed on both sides at 2.30 p.m. Wednesday, 12th June, 
LS7S. 


Testimony and Notes of Evidence taken on Wednesday, 12th June, 1878, 
before Hon. EE. Sabourin, Esq., Master in Chancery, on Behalf of the 
Succession of Edward Barnett. 

Morris BARNETT, sworn : 

(). Do you reside in the city of New Orleans ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

(). How long have you lived here? 

A. Sixty-eight years. 

(). What has been your business ? 

A. Well, my business has been in the auction line some thirty 
odd years; the last four or five years I have been a real estate 
broker, in the real estate business. 
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Q. Are you familiar with real estate business in this city ? 

A. Well, I believe I am; I know something about it; I have 
been dealing in it about the last forty years, since 1556, forty-two 
years. 

(). Are you familiar with the squares bounded by Mandeville, 
Spain, Richelieu, and Sere streets, and the square bounded by Rich- 
elieu, Sere, Mandeville,and Marigny Sts., and the square bounded 
by Richelieu, Sere, Elysian Fields, and Marigny streets, and the 
square bounded by Richelieu, Pleasure, Elysian Fields, and Marigny 
streets ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

(). Do you know or not whether for the past thirty years that 
property by any means could have been made to produce any In- 
come or revenue ? 

A. For the past thirty years, ne, not in any way, shape, or man- 


By Mr. Minrs: Q. And why not? 

A. Because it has been all the time and is now under water. 

(). ‘All the time; how many months in the year is it under 
water ? 

A. I don’t say all the time, but most of the time. 

(). You mean nine months out of the twelve? 

A. Yes, sir. 

(). How many times have you been there in the last ten years? 

A. Well, for a vear at a time I would go there, and then I would 

vo several times in succession. 
552 Q. What did you go there for; did you go there for fresh 
air? 

A. I went to go to the lake. 

(). What road did you go by to the lake ? 

A. The Elysian Fields railroad. 

(). How far from the railroad is it? 

A. Two blocks. 

(Q). Then the railroad — it’s the road that goes to it? 

A. Yes,sir; the railroad passes m front of it. 

(). Your brother owned that place ? 

A. Yes; I believe so. 

(). Did he ever improve it ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Did he buy it from you ? 

A. No, sir. 

(). Did he consult you about buying it? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. You are on good terms with him ? 

A. Yes, sir. - 

Q. Then how do you account for the fact that he didn’t consult 
you in this purchase ? 

A. Well, he thought he knew as much about it as anybody else. 
He was a good judge of property. : : 

Q. Wasn’t he one of the best judges of real estate in the city ? 


A. Well, I think he was. 
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(). Well, if vou hadn’t seen that land itself, from your confidence 
in his judgment you would have concluded that he had made a 
good purchase ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Why? 

A. Because when he bought the property I said that 1t wasn’t 
worth a cent. 

Q. But if you hadn’t known the property, wouldn't your confi- 
dence in his judgment lead fo you to believe that he had made a 
good investment ? 

A. No, sir; he might be mistaken as well as anybody. 

(). To the best of your recollection, did you or not have a conver- 
sation with your brother about that property before he bought it? 

A. No, sir; not aboyt that property. 

(). You had none? 

A. No, sir. ; 

(). Did he do anything to it after he bought it” 

A. Not that I know of. 

(). Did he diteh it? 

A. No, sir. 

(). Did he fenee it? 

A. No, sir. 

(). Do you go there often ? 

A. No, sir. 

() How often did you see that property, except when you went by 
the railroad to the lake? 

A. I have seen it at other times; it’s low all about there. 

(). How do you know that that is low property ? 

A. Because it’s all low property; I have known it for over forty 
years. 
(). Does anybody live on that lowe & Martin tract ? 

5963 A. No, sir. 
(). Is there any house on that Ilowe and Martin tract” 

A. No, sir. | 

(). Hlow do you account for your brother, who was a good judge 
of real estate, having bought such property as that? 

A. t Suppose he bought it on speculation. 


J. J. BARNETT, sworn: 

By Mr. Upron: I was testamentary executor of the estate of Id- 
ward Barnett. I know the squares mentioned by the previous wit- 
ness. The estate was under administration for several years. The 
property — susceptible of producing a revenue. I am familiar with 
it. The taxes were paid on those squares only during the time that 
taxes were a lien on all the other property of the owner. Towards 
the close of the administration of the succession there were no taxes 
paid on this property because it wasn’t worth the amount of the 
taxes. The tax collector of the 3d dist. notified me that he would 
sell this property for taxes, and I, representing the succession, was 
perfectly willing to abandon it, together with all other property of 
the same character which the deceased owned. 
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By Mr. Mints: Q. You were intimate with your father’s business 
during the last years of his life? 

A. Very intimate, sir. 

(). If you and your father considers that property worthless, why 


didn’t you surrender it to Mrs. Gaines when she sued you for it, and 
there by relieve yourself of the payment of taxes? 

A. My impression is that it was practically surrendered for many 
years, if not actually surrendered. 

(Q). Why did your father resist her claim in court ? 

~ I don’t, know, sir. 


Well, you know that he did? 
rs | don't know, excepting that he had purch: ased this property 


on speculation and didn’t like to loose it. 
(Q). Wasn’t vour father a remarkably fine business man and a 


good judge of investments? 


A. Yes, sir. 
(). Do you think he bought th: aut property without the exercise of 


his ordinary judgment? 
A. Yes, sir; he purchased this from Godfrey Frederick in 
and he purchased some other property in the same way in the 
5964 town of Iarlem that nobody has ever claimed and that nobody 
wants. 
[Index omitted. ] 


[Here follows diagrams, marked pp. 5965 and 59653. ] 


5966 Entry at Rules. 
Iextract from Chancery Order Book, June 17th, 1878. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. - No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. 
The parties in interest in this case are notified that IE. Sabourin, 
master In chancery, has this day filed his report under orders of 
court of 20th May and first June, 1875 


Order. TIlearing of Reports of E. Sabourin, Master, &e. 
Extract from the Minutes, June 17th, 1878. 


Myra CLARK (iAINES ) 
vs. »-No. 3663. 
DP. IL. Monsseaux et als. j 


The several reports of Master E. Sabourin as to fruits and reve- 
nues and value for use, and the several oppositions thereto, were 
called for trial, Wm. R. Mills for Mrs. Gaines; J. McConnell, C. E. 
Schmidt, H. E. Upton, and EK. W. Huntington for defendants; and 
after hearing counsel it is ordered by the court that 30 days be al- 
lowed the defendants to file exceptions to the reports, and that the 
matter be fixed for argument on the 5d Monday of November, 1878. 
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Entry at Rules. 
Extract from Chancery Order Book, June LSth, 1S7S. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
-No. 3663. 


US 


P. TH. Monsseaux et als. ) 


The parties in interest are notified that Ch’s S. Rice, master in 
chancery, has this day filed his report on taxing fee, &c., of I. Sa- 
bourin, master, as per order of court of 11th May, 1878. 


Motion to Confirm Report of CS. Rice, Master, as to Fees of BE. Sabourin. 
extract from the Minutes, June 18th, 1878S. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. . No. 3665. 
© TH. Monsseaux et als. | 


On motion of W. R. Mills, solicitor of complainant, on behalf of 
{rnest Sabourin— 

It is ordered that the defendants show cause, on Wednesday, 19th 
June, 2878, at 11 o'clock a. m., why the report of Ch’s S. Rice, 
master, in the matter of taxing costs of said KE. Sabourin, master, 
this day filed, should not be approved and homologated and made 
the judgment of this court. 


Report of Ch’s S. Rice of Taxing Master's Fees. Filed June 18th, 1878. 
Marked XX VII, U.S. C. C., No. 8825. 


United States Cireuit Court of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. . No. 5668. 
P. H. Monsseacx et als. J 


On reference to C. S. Rice, master, for taxing fees and charges of E. 
Sabourin, master. 
5OGT E. Sabourin offers in evidence: 


Ist. The several reports in the cases list whereof is hereto 
annexed, together with the evidence taken before the master therein 
and the proceedings. 

2d. The general report filed November 19th, 1877, concerning 
said cases. 

od. The report filed May 11th, 1878, together with the additional 
reports thereunder annexed to the original reports. 

4th. Judgment of 30th April and reference of the 7th May, 1877, 
and judgment of 26th March, 1878. 


Statement. 


IX. Sabourin states as follows: 
That the work done required immense labor, absorbing almost con- 
tinuously the time of the master from the 7th day of May, 1877, when 
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the reference was made, until 19th November, date of filing of the 
report, and in fact until the end of that month, on account of the 
labor and attention given tothe preparing of the report for printing 
and the revisal of proof-sheets: the printing being done at the re- 
quest and expense of complainant, because necessary to facilitate 
examination and reference by the court and the parties to the suit. 

That specially from the 7th of May to about the 20th June, 1877, 
was the labor arduous and exhaustive, the work progressing day and 
night, sittings for the hearing of evidence being held to protracted 
hours of the night, frequently as late as 11} and 11? p. m., and the 
master must usually being kept occupied until 2 and 5 a. m. every 
day. - This pressure of labor was rendered necessary, because 1t was 
thought possible to have all the reports in to be acted upon ‘before 
the end of the term of court, promptness on the part of the master 
being deemed of great importance by the court in order to the early 
settlements of a question In which so many citizens were Interested, 
and which invested such a large tract of land in the city. 

Apart from the master’s personal labor a clerk, specially competent 
insuch matters, was employed to take down the testimony in writing, 
receive and file the numerous papers and documents offered in evi- 

dence, and assisting examining the same; to answer the num- 
5968 berless numberless inquiries by many of the defendants, defend- 

ants,and directand instruct them in the préparation of their ac- 
count against complainant; to help examine the descriptions of prop- 
erty, and make researches in the conveyance office, when necessary, 
to ascertain the accuracy of the deseription of property; to be an 
expert in figures; to be ready at all times to work with the master 
in hastening and furthering the preparation of the reports, and gen- 
erally to do all the copying necessary in the making up of the 
reports. On account of the number of the cases and the amount of 
labor to be performed, the assistance of a specially competent clerk 
was necessary, and the clerk employed, Mr. Higinbottom, was one 
of the very few men who, apart from his general ability, could, in 
account of his previous familiarity, with the property and volumi- 
nious record in these Gaines cases, be usefully emploved by the master, 
he having acted in the same capacity for Master Weller. This clerki’s 
compensation is included in the amounts claimed. 

The amount charged also includes the compensation to another 
person, Mr. Bridge, constantly employed by the master to serve 
notices on the defendants and their counsel; to find out these de- 
fendants, a task of no little difficulty, and to serve subpoenas, whereby 
costs of a deputy marshal were saved. It would have been impos- 
sible to proceed with any degree of rapidity, and in fact to find 
many of the parties defendants, unless some one were specially em- 
ployed for that purpose. In the moments where he was not so 
occupied he helped writing notices, making copies, and all kinds of 
writings generally, as an assistant to the clerk, Mr. Higinbottom. 

[t is unnecessary to state the amount of study and labor required 
for the preparation of printed report, the original of which was filed 
November, 1877, both as to the facts and the law. It may only be 
said that but a very small proportion of the books necessar-y ex- 
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amined and the authorities studied appear or are referred to by 
name in the report. 

The charge seems to the undersigned to be moderate, when it is 
observed that he must deduct largely therefrom for the necessary 
expenses for the labor of his clerk and assistant and service of 

notices, and when the time consumed, the amount of labor 
5969 performed, the weight of the responsibility, the intreeasy and 

number of the questions involved, both of law and of fact, 
the number of the defendants, and the magnitude of the interests at 
issue are taken into consideration. 

The apportionment amongst the several defendants is also fair, it 
having been made in accordance with the importance of each case 
and the labor involved. 

The undersigned could claim additional compensation for his 
labor in the re-examination and reports made by him under judg- 
ment of 26th March, 1878; but though not claiming any more, he 
respectfully suggests that the same may be considered in fixing the 
amount to be allowed him. 


(Signed) f. SABOURIN. 
Cases Referred to I. Sabourin, Master. 
United States Cireuit Court, Fifth Circuit and District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
Us. . No. 5663. 
P. HL. Monsseaux et als. J 


No. Depositions. Services. Settings. 
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Pee cece were cccmn wenn 2 3 3 
Josephine Ledoc............- oe 4 2? ? 
Jules Bermudges ....-oc<ccco<cx noes ern 4 tj 3 


amen PET tn. annem erinen 
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I 2 ] ] 
Sete §=GRIS LAVOTERC.... ncn cccceee 8 3 3 

Heirs of D. B. Macarty .----- 6 7 3 
Hope Insurance Company ---- .--- in 3 2 
eee NE FE. BUOY 60. cic cia. 2 4 l 
ID ss cisdisesenanintiniersatientnepionansibes 5 3 { 
a, 2 2 2 
I I i teieinctcracintineind sk Snegniaraneniguinnsin 2 5) ] 
IE ge On one et AT Ce 2 2 I 
OTA AT alee 3 2 2 
NN ETE AER 3 3 2 
ee I i sesitiies Bee ciaianes 5 > l 
A EE eS RAO . 2? l ie 
A RNIN «5. uci al y-enasmetionimemcinmior 2 I l 
Be Be CRORVIO oiccc mimes ae SE ew 2 | 1 
Be IE cacti nies septs aint : 3 3 2 
i EES EEE ae ANT ES aD 9 3 1 
SE TOTO sala 2- 2 l 
i id desitsiarsiemiaaneal 4 (j 2 
EEE LE ORL SERA MES 4 4 ? 
Mrs. S. Morel and husband____-__--_- 2 l | 
Hers D. B. Macarty ........... aie ( 7 3 
Oe in da enone , l | 
EELS Oe TS a 2 2 1 
I 3 3 , 
Be I ans ennier nsedemiiiciin envanianian sila 2 2 l 
L. Peyroux and J. Cassard___-.--- ‘ 2 o 2 
IE, cisisici oiiticediulesiaiuty eenenesinabtaiiiniine 2 ] l 
al = 5 3 3 
Re eI io iis ci saiins ssctiemniiaanciupeniiaiaiasad 2 1 1 
SRE SER Ser ERR eg I 2 1 | 
I i cil i il 2 3 1 
I I iin io ict sini elaine 2 1 9 
Re II a. icici sis dees cpniieliideoniines 3 { | 
Southern Star Candle Company —--- 2 1 1 
H. Spitzfaden .----. chiiecbiiitasthaadatalictie 2 2 2 
Widow J. C. de St. Romes....._.... 2 3 2 
aie 2? 1 1 
a 5} 2? l 

ie I i ice 3 3 2 
5971 Joseph Bazanac...-. ........ a 2 | l 


Apart from the above depositions there were taken for the unim- 
proved property “4,” depositions then of L. H. Pilié, J. A. D’Heme- 
court, J. W. Davis, and E. A. Deslonde in the general testimony. 


cell 
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Unirep StTaTes oF AMERICA: 
Circuit Court of the United States, Fifth Cireuit and District of 
Louisiana. April Term, A. D. 1878. 
NeW ORLEANS, eleventh day of May, 1878. 


Court met pursuant to adjournment. Present: The Hon. EF. C. Bill- 
ings, judge. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux et al. 


On motion of Wm. R. Mills, solicitor of complainant, at the re- 
quest of Ernest Sabourin, master in chancery, and showing to the 
court that said master has filed his several reports in this cause, and 
that his services, expenses, and costs should be fixed : 

It is ordered that Ch’s S. Rice, master in chancery, be, and is 
hereby, appointed to tax the services, costs, and expenses due to said 
IX. Sabourin as master in his several reports made in the several 
cases referred to him as master in the above entitled and numbered 
“ause, 

And it is further ordered that said master notify Wm. R. Mills, 
solicitor of complainant, Jas. McConnell, Horace E. Upton, John 
Barnett, Ch’s E. Schmidt, J. Lavergne, E. H. Huntington, J. Lemon- 
nier, and O. Morel, solicitors of the several defendants, of this refer- 
ence. 


Motion of FE. Sabourin to Confirm Report of C. S. Rice. Entered and 
Filed June 18th, 1878. 


United States Circuit Court, District of Louisiana. 
Myra C. GAINES 
vs. No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseavux «& als. 


On motion of Wm. Reed Mills, solicitor of complainant, on behalf 
of Ernest{Sabourin, it is ordered that the defendants show cause on 
Wednesday, 19th June, 1878, at 11 o’clock a. m., why the report of 
Ch’s S. Rice, master, in the matter of taxing costs of said I. Sabourin, 
master, this day filed should not be approved and homologated and 
made the judgment of this court. 


5972 Report of Ch’s S. Rice, Master. Filed June 18th, 1878. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseavux ef als. ( 


New Or veans, Loutstana, June 18th, 1878. 
Under date of June 18th 1 notified each of the solicitors named in 
the order of court that his report was ready for their inspection, and 
that I desired to tile the same on Saturday, 15th instant. 
On Saturday Mr. James MeConnell, solicitor, called at my office, 
making some verbal objections, which were to be reduced to writ- 
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ing, and on Monday, June 17th, having and delayed filing said re- 
port at his reques-, he again called, reading to me certain written 
objections, which, however, he took away with him, to be returned 
to me during the course of the day. 

The time for the close of the court rapidly approaching, and havy- 
ing awaited the filing of said objections to this 18th day of June, 
1875, at half past ten o’clock a. m., and the said objections not yet 
being filed, I have considered it his duty to file, and now file my 
sald report. 

(Signed) CHS S. RICE, Master. 


Myra CLARK GAINES : 
U8. >No. 3668. “In Equity.” 
P. IL. Monsseaux et als. J 


To the honorable the judges of the cireuit court of the United States 
for the fifth cireuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, master, in compliance with the order of court 
entered in said cause on the 11th day of May, 18758, appointing him 
“to tax the services, costs, and expenses due to FE. Sabourin as mas- 
ter in his several reports made inthe several cases re ferred to him 
as master in the above entitled and numbered cause,” begs leave to 
report as follows: 

That upon being furnished with said order, ¢opy of which is filed 
herewith as part of this report, he caused notice of said reference to 
be served on each of the solicitors mentioned in said order, and fixed 
a hearing thereof to be had at his office, No. 25 Carondelet street, 
New Orleans, on Monday, the 20th day of May, 1878, at half past 

six o’clock p. m., from which hour, owing to the illness of 
5973 and at the request of James Me( ‘onnell, De sq. one one of said 

solicitors, thesaid hearing was postponed to Thursday , May the 
23d, 187s, at half past six o’clock p.m. 

And at said last named hour it was assented between the sald KE. 
Sabourin, master, and the solicitors of the defendants then present 
that the matters referred by the said order to the undersigned mas- 
ter should be and were by them submitted to him for his report 
upon the records in the cause. 

A statement, which is also filed with this report in writing, was 
at the time of said submission filed‘with the unde rsigned by said E. 
Sabourin, master, and has been used, as will appear, in preparing 
this report. 

The master undersigned finds that on the 7th day of May, 1877, 
the court, under the decrees entered in this cause on April 30th, 1 1877, 
appointed I. Sabourin as master in chancery to ascertain and report 
on all the yearly rents and profits accrued or accruing from the sev- 

“val properties recovéred by the complainant since the same had 
come into the possession of the several defendants. 

And on the 12th of May, 1877, the said KE. Sabourin, master, was 
further directed to take account of the rent, revenue, or value for 
use claimed by complainant as an annual charge due by said de- 
fendants, to be determined by him upon accounts and statements to 
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be furnished him respectively by the said complainant and the re- 
spective defendants, and to receive statements from said respective 
defendants with reference to any improvements put by them on the 
land recovered, for which they claimed to be entitled to compensa- 
tion in case the complainant should elect to take them, and within 
forty-eight hours thereafter to receive the signification of complain- 
ant’s election as whether she would take said improvements, and the 
said master was also directed to ascertain the interest on the im- 
provements and on the annual rents or value for use. 

The said master filed separate special reports as to each of the 
defendants, and on the 19th day of November, 1577, filed a report 
general as to the principles he had been governed by and the meth- 
ods he had adopted in making the estimates and calculations sub- 

mitted to him. : 
HOTA On the 26th of March, 1878, the whole matter was recom- 

mitted to him by the court, with directions to follow certain 
principles at that time laid down, and to find accordingly. 

The said master filed on the 11th day of May, 1578, a general re- 
port in accordance with said directions, and has also filed special 
reports as to such of the defendants as these directions have made 
hecessary. 

The master to whom this reference is made finds the quantity of 
labor that has been performed by. Master Sabourin is immense, run- 
ning through many months, and involving not only much expense of 
time, but showing a degree of study and research that testified a de- 
termination on his part to thoroughly understand and master the 
difficult questions presented to hima. 

The present master learn- that the results arrived at by Mr. 
Sabourin have been but slightly, if in any essential part, modified 
by the court. 

This fact speaks highly in favor of the master when presenting 
his application for tae fixing of the sums due him as compensation. 

In filing his special reports as to the several defendants, under 
the order of May 7th and 12th, 1877, the master made a minute 
upon each report of such sum as he deemed suitable for his fees in 
each of the premises. 

With only such light to determine him in fixing the fees of Mr. 
Sabourin for his labor as is afforded by the statement in writing of 
Mr. Sabourin, hereto appended, by the records, and by some personal 
knowledge of the time, diligence, and zeal made use of in producing 
the reports already filed in court, the present master has deemed it 
not unfair to take the figures suggested by Mr. Sabourin in the 
several special reports as a basis for fixing the relative allowance to 
be finally made him. 

The present master has also considered that while the aggregate 
of the sums herein allowed may seem large, yet it is to be remem- 
bered that the master, by whom this reference is requested, is an 
attorney in fair practice; that most or all the services, and by far 

the principal ones, are such only as could be rendered by a per- 
5975 son learned in the law; that the making of so many and and 
extended reports must have greatly interrupted, if not entirely 
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suspended, other professional business, and that a separate allowance 
might, with propriety, be made for the general reports, filed Novem- 
ber 19th, 1877, and May 11th, 1875, to be debited to the complain- 
ant and to the defendants in solido. 

Putting one’s self in his place has finally been the method adopted 
by the present master In making this report. 

He has prepared and annexed as part of his report a tabular state- 
ment showing the names of the defendants, reports as to whom he 
has been af-orded opportunity to examine. 

In these cases where bis labored in has suggested one hundred 
dollars as a suitable sum for his fees, the sum seems fair, and has 
been left undisturbed. Where he has suggested sums in excess of 
one hundred dollars a reduction of one-third of the sum suggested 
by him has been made, and to the difference ten per cent. has been 
added in all cases to which the general or special reports of May 
Lith, 1878, have application. 

When from the allowances so made the said master shall have 
paid the hire of necessary assistance, and the expenses at the office 
of the marshal incurred by him, a compensation will remain not 
lesser than any respectable lawyer would — and reward for like ser- 
vices. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) CID’s S. RICE, 
Of Counsel. 


Master’s fees, S—. 


. eee hoi ea 

Defendants a s on Master ati Reports tiled. I resent 

veport. Allow’ce. 
Sates DOMEEE...ncunicannnccnn Ge Aue. 4, Ti, Gat, S.. We 
mews of D. DB. Macarty .... ..-.-- 400 i bs Panes 9923 33 
J. V. Gourdain and wife. ........ LOO ee 6 eal 100 
i ERE EEE TR Pts ne 150 6 é ane 110 
POE TOROS cece cnwesnnsnen 200 6 66 iia 146 67 
i er satebaae wb ad Om) ee sé panes 146 67 
John and Pauline Bietry ....-.-- 150 66 se jena 110 
George a 250 $6 6 pee Iss 33 
M. Meilleur, Rampart street... -- 2) . 6 of ce 183 33 
Ditto. St. Ann street ...2.- 250) 6 64 hia deel 183 33 
P. Pesquier Reet Sr ES ee ONE OCT RRR a Too ¢e 66 aiieiea HOO 
Josephine a en a HOO 66 6 mee 220 
Joseph Despenux in nom an 200 6 wibuie 146 67 
5976 Heirs of O’ Dougherty ~~. 209 Aug. 4, °77, & May 11, °78.... Ik3 33 
PUNE CAVOTRNG 2.0 won. nc nne 150 us 4 si 110 
er aims cat 150 6 ‘ pene 110 
I oe Gawy Bb, "Peewains piieigtinia. 110 
a 150 oe er ae ew ICA HO 
nn ED 2O0 a 43 33 
0. P. Peyroux and Jules Cussard 200 oe EAN LE ee Dees SE bo oe 
Be re IE Wen crcesoes cheminenten uacasiaiis 100 OO sisi 100 
re 150 6é CA ME Ree e Ge MeneN h 110 
EE ae aOR nee me 150 6 POR Vat 5. 110 
re 20) é Rania Se xe 16 66 
ee ee gna Me Lh a es 110 
Southern Star Candle, Manufuaetur- 

Re NN i scien tes se tnenlinenah OO) 6 at iciani lA oil ica 133 33 
Henry Spitzfaden ..-_.- ge ews 150 a i110 
LLL AID A ORO 200 Re 133 33 
Widow J.C. de St. Romes....... SOO sé a le Boo oe 


Ay 
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I I iia icin a laa 150 Te celiac ail 110 
ST EE ee aan: are 1) 6 pees ae Sea hn Se 100 
ee tt 150 6 Pe aa EI Oe 110 
Be. SRC cnccn cine atnne YO) 6 pO SR ap aa a SO 8 33 33 
A. Rousseau, sue. R. Rousseau ___- 150 é ASE ECM Cero 110 
Raymond REEL DME OTE 150 6 SS a Peat ea 110 
Te I i 250 6 Se eee ea ee lis OF 
|G ASPEN AAO Tee ahem 150 66 PN ANCL MOEN 110 
ts Se on 100 6 Hei Meee Meee PTE 100 
matnbn ok i. MN i eine 100 e DEO MgO Ree ees 100 
NT REST ee fay Rion elm POO es A ON OREN ce gree eb aed 
7. cha DO i a... 150 6 i ee 110 
Estate J. Dupas ST oa OE ge A 200 ce en ees eal shed eed 
Been Ws Ce i 100 sé a 100 
dc. Ee Wea 8 a a. SOO 66 i 20) 
at, a i i 150 a pl A re enna 110 
7. -. ones a Vg ee hae On 150 ie Ee ee — 110 
Jules Lapene PP aaa OER Nee ce Ne 150 gi ats en A er ee ee 110 
,. & sehr 150 6 Le eto A ee 110 
Oe I i 150 bé ON A BRE Oe PTE 110 
Mrs. S. Morel and husband_ 2 --- 200 “6 PE a Nae EE oo 3 
Hope Insurance Company ...- ay wo 100 ¢ sa a i 100 
ges Se 150 6 a 110 
7. a eee 150 ' en ne a ne ne Re 110 
Sete SUD AVON ceccanseon CD SONY Tb, Feicetnetoonenes 206 67 
a 100 66 St OREO, Sona eee LO) 
Be. POVCC cacssccnasctescnnnne TD Junelé, "Tt, Qaey ty te <n 110 
ic a tO Aug. 4, “77, ve see 110 
I 200. June 14, "77, a ila 146 67 
es J 100 es é cokes 100 
Nancy Villars Biel ae eng rie 250 ‘ peas 183 33 
R. Rousselot, ex., Feb’y 1,’°79.--. 200) June 15, °77, ” one 146 67 
Mrs. 8S. OS See OT ae ae oe se Sol 6 ee § ‘ ena 2) OF 
Tenens Te 300 o ee ” as 200) 


Exceptions to Report of Cl’s S. ——, Master. Filed June 19th, 1878. 
United States Cireuit Court. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
Vs. . No. 3663. 
P. TH. Monsseaux et oul 


The undersigned, solicitors for certain defendants, as shown by 
the record herein, and in behalf of said defendants, and for answer 
to the rule herein taken by E. Sabourin on the ISth inst., return- 
able on the 19th inst., to show cause why the report of Chis S. Rice, 
master herein, filed on the 18th inst., should not be approved by 
the court, &e¢., say: Ist. That they except that they are entitled to 
the period of 30 days accorded by the rules of equity practice in 
which to prepare and file exceptions to said report. 2d. In the 
event of said exception being overruled, they object that it is pre- 
mature to assess the fees and charges of said Master Sabourin before 
final action is had upon the reports for which said charges are made, 
and the records shows that said reports are fixed for trial on the 
od Monday of November next. 5d. Under like reservation said de- 
fendants now states to the court the following objections and excep- 
tions to the report of Master Rice filed herein, all of which now 
reducing to writing and read to said master prior to his filing said 
report, but which failed to cause him to modify or correct the errors 


2O7G 


ATS8 THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES, 


in his said report then and now complained of: (a.) That the 
amount allowed said Master Sabourin, to wit, nine thousand one 
hundred and thirty-nine ,8%) dollars, as compensation in the 65 
cases referred to and reported on, was and is excessive and exherbi- 
tant and unjust to the defendants, being a larger allowance fora 
few months’ labor, which was mostly elerical, than is allowed by law 
as the salary of this honorable court itself for a period of two years. 
(>.) That said 65 cases was mainly repetitions of each other, the 
principles settled in one or two leading cases being necessarily and 
readily applicable to all. (¢) Said Master Sabourin has already 
received compensation amounting to , paid of which was 
charged against these said defendants with others. (d.) Said Master 
Sabourin has a very large number of other cases reférred to him as 
master in this and other suits of Mrs. Gaines in this court im which 
he will necessarily utilize the labors performed by him in. these 
cases. (e.) The system adopted by Master Rice in his report is 
inequitable in allowing not less than S100 in each case and in not 
reducing the sum total, in view of the large number of the cases 
reported on by said master and still pending before him. (f.) The 
opinion of Master Sabourin, upon which it is claimed so much labor 
Was expended, was unnecessary and entirely a work of supererroga- 
tion, as the court had settled the principles in its orders, and the 
reference Was simply to ascertain and fix the rents, revenues, and 
values for use in accordance with the said explicit orders of this 
court. (g.) The submission of both parties was that the master 
(Mr. Rice) should take the records of the cases and make his report 


thereon. The said master’s report shows that it rests almost en-- 


tirely upon an er parte statement of Mr. Sabourin (now filed as an 
exhibit), which should have been received only as a brief, and not 
as evidence, but which, being received and acted in as evidence, 
should have not by rebutting evidence and opportune/y accorded for 
that purpose. Wherefore the said- defendants pray that these ex- 
ceptions be maintained, and said report be rejected or modified ac- 
cordingly. 


(Stoned) J. McCONNELL, For Himself, & 
IH. Kk. UPTON, Solicitors. 
(Signed) i. W. HUNTINGTON, Solicitor. 
(Signed) C. kb. SCHMIDT, Solicitor. 
HUTS [extract from the Minutes, June 19th, 1878. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Us No. 3663. 


P. H. Monssraux et als. | 


This cause came upon the rule of 18th instant on exceptions to the 


report of Chis S. Rice, master, filed on ISth instant, taxing fees of 


EE. Sabourin, master, W. Reed Mills for Ie. Sabourin. 
J. McConnell and E. W. Huntington for various defendants. 
Whereupon, after hearing of argument and considering said re- 
port of Rice, master, and exceptions of said defendants, it 1s ordered 
that said report be approved to the extent of fifty per cent. as to each 
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defendant, and as to the balance of amount allowed by said report 
the same stand continued to next term; as to the manner in which 
the costs are to be taxed as between the several defendants the ques- 
tion is reserved, 


Agreement as to Appeal Bond. Filed June 20th, 1878. 
United States Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 3665. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. 


It isagreed between complainant and defendant, Mrs. Kenner, that 
the amount of bond required for supersedeas on said defendant’s ap- 
peal shall be ascertained, — J. Ward Gurley, Jr., as master, subject to 
approval of the chancellor and of said defendant, — shall fail to give 
the bond required for supersedeas within the time required by law, 
her appeal without supersedeas shall stand, and not be prejudiced 
by her alteration order of appeal. 


(Signed) J. D. ROUSE, 
Solicitor for Mrs. Kenner. 
(Signed) ) WM. REED MILLS, 


Solicitor for Myra Clark Gaines. 
Motion and Order for Appeal. Filed June 20th, 1878. 
United States Circuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 36638. 
P. H. Mownsseavux et al. 


On motion of J. D. Rouse, solicitor for the defendant, Mrs, 

5979 Eliza Davis, widow of Minor Kenner, deceased, administra- 

trix of the estate of Minor Kenner, and tutrix-of her minor 
children— 

It is ordered that said defendant be, and is hereby, allowed an 
appeal from the final decree rendered in this cause against her the 
10th day of June, 1878, to the Supreme Court of the United States, 
returnable at the next term thereof, on the first day of said term, 
upon the said defendant giving bond for costs, with good and _ suffi- 
cient surety, in the suin of five hundred dollars, or, if in lieu of such 
bond for costs the said defendant shall give bond with solvent surity 
within the timeand conditioned as prescribed by law inasum equal to 
the probable net revenue of the property claimed for two years, which 
shall be ascertained by the master, J. Ward Gurley, Jr., said appeal 
shall operate as a supersedeas; and it is further ordered that this 
motion and order be entered of record in this cause. 
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Decree Confirming Pro Confesso. Entered and Filed June 20th, 1878. 


Myra CLARK GAINES } 
rs. -No. 35665. 
P. I. Monsseaunx et als. J ‘ 


This cause came on to be further heard at this term on the motion 
of solicitor of complainant to make absolute the decrees pro confesso 
entered at the November term, 1877, and filed on 5th November, 
1S77, then taken against Alex. M. Agelesto, Felicité (Feielle) Bon- 
scigneur, Marceline Bethencourt, Simeon FE. Brunette, J. I. B. Begot, 
Armand Bauvance, Jean Cazeau, J. IF. B. Coubert, Mrs. Ch’s Have- 
land and husband, Wm. Hogan, Julia Reny or Keny, Mrs. Ellen 
Kelly, Henry Laurens, Isidore E. Pinsard, Mrs. Ellen I hillips and 
husband, Henry Peter Fanchon Rendon, Mrs. Celine Ravenet, 
Henry St. Armand, J. P. Siffert, Jeremiah Scanlon and wife, Wm. 
Rt. Morrison, Joseph Gillot, Mrs. J. F. Lafarge, Joseph Dubuc, and 
considering the articulations in said bill of complaint, and the mat- 
ters therein contained and set up, and the said decrees of pro con- 
fesso— 

It is now ordered, adjudged, and decreed, that as against said de- 
fendants, and so far as the property described in said bill of com- 
plaint is concerned, to wit: Ist. A certain tract of land containing 

about 155 acres, more or less, situated in.the quarter of Bayou 
5980 St. John, in the City of New Orleans, with all the buildings 
and improvements thereon, bounded by Canal, Carondelet, 
Dorgenois, and Bellechasse streets, by land that in 1821 was owned 
by Messrs. Henry and Evyariste Blane, and by the Bayou St. John, 
according to a plan of said lands drawn by Joseph Pilié, dated Au- 


gust 20th, 1821, annexed to an act of sale made by Richard Relf 


and Beterly Chew, as executors of Daniel Clark, to Evariste Blane, 


and passed before Philip Pedesclaux, _ October 30th. 1S21, now of 


record in said Pedesclaux, notarial records, said land having been 
acquired by Danicl Clark in his lifetime from Nicolas Marie Vidal 
by act before C. Ximenes or | edesc F aux, not ry public, on or about 
July 24th, 1804, 

2nd. A tract or parcel of ground on the Gentilly road, in the 
City of New Orleans, lying between the Gentilly road, the Canal 
Marigny, Treasure, and both side- of Spain streets, having about 22 
arpents fronts on Gentilly road, as by plan of Allon. D. D’Ileme- 
court, dated April 21st, 1856, at the filing of this bill, in the office 
of HI. D. Stone, 18 Roval street, New Orleans. 

ord. A tract of land lying and being ‘0 the City of New Orleans, 
bounded by ee mee and Bellechasse, or part of St. John street, 
the Bayou St. John, St. John route, and Gentilly road, and particu- 
larly described upon a plan of said land made by Lafon, and de- 
posited in the office of P. Pedesclaux, notary public, June 9th, 1809, 
Which land was acquired by the said Daniel Clark from Nicolas 
Maria Vidal by an act in the office of L. T. Caire, notary public, 
June 24th, 1804, and from Louis Antoine Blane by act before Wm. 
Christy, January 25th, 1805, and others in July 15th, 1807, August 
22d, 1809, and July 23d, 1807, the said bill to be taken and hel | 


Ss 
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confessed and true, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines, complain- 
ant in this cause, is the only legitimate child of Daniel Clark in the 
said bill and proceedings mentioned, and as such was exclusively 
invested with the character of such legitimate child, and entitled to 
all the rights of the same, and that under and by virtue of the last 
will and testament of the said Daniel Clark, the said Myra 
5981 Clark Gaines is the universal legatee of said Daniel Daniel 
Clark, and, as such, entitled to all the estate, whether real or 
personal, of which he, the said Daniel Clark, died possessed, subject 
only to the payment of certain legacies therein named, and especi- 
ally is she entitled to all the rights of the said Daniel Clark at the 
time of his death, and in her said capacities to the property herein- 
before described, and any and all such portions thereof as the said 
defendants hereinbefore named, or either or all of them, may have 
been in the possession of at the time of the filing of this bill of 
complaint, to wit, the 22d November, 1865, or at any time since; 
and it is further decreed that this matter be referred to Ernest Sa- 
bourin, Esq., a master in chancery of this court, to determine the 
boundaries of the portions of the said property held as aforesaid by 
the said defendants, with the rents and revenues and value for use 
thereof, he giving notice to said parties of the time and place at 
which he will proceed to the said examination; and it is further 
decreed that the complainant have execution against the said de- 
fendants for all such costs as she may have incurred in their behalf 
In this cause. 
It is further ordered that as to the rights of complainant for rents, 
revenues, and value for use, she is entitled to all the income, rev- 
ehues, profits, and value for use and occupation which the evidence 
before the master shall establish she. as OW]CP, would have received 
or derived whether the possessors had realized them or not, and 
whether the failure on said possessors to realize them resulted from 
not managing the estate with ordinary prudence, or from the estate 
remaining unproductive by reason of the title thereto being in dis- 
pute on account of a claim of title on the part of the possessors now 
adjudicated to have been unfounded, the proof must establish that 
if the complainant had been left undisturbed in the possession of 
this property which she has now recovered, by ordinary good man- 
agement she would have caused the property to produce the Incomes 
which are to be adjudged to her. 
DOS2 Exceptions of P. Avril to Report of EB. Sabourin, Master, Filed 
June 17,1878. Filed July 11, 1878. 
U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
rs. > No. 3663. 
P: H. Mousseaux, et als. J 
. Avril, one of the defendants in the above cause, now comes, 


wd excepts to the report herein filed by FE. Sabourin, master, on 
the 17th day of June, 1878, as being erroneous and contrary to law 
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and equity, and not in accordance with the decrees and orders of 
this honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following 
specific objections and exceptions thereto: 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objec- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed herein, on the 11th day of January, 1878, 
and makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — 
day of , 1878, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts, that by the opinion and = decree herein 
rendered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court, the whole matter 
was recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find 
according tg said opinion and decree, and that said master has utterly 
failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repugnant 
thereto. 

3d. That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, came up for 
hearing, on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report was 
not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing the defendants to 
take further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large 
number of witnesses examined: and a mass of testimony taken, 
establishing conclusively that the said property did not produce, 
and could not have produced, rents and revenues by prudent ad- , 
ministration, neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if 
it had been in the possession of others, and that said master totally 
disregarded said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports, 
without alteration. 

4th. That said report is erroneous, for the reasons and in the 
particulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day of 
June, 1878, and attached by him to his said report filed by him 
herein on the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is 
made, and the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

Sth. That said report is erroneous, in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and deeree of this honorable court, 
filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the following 
portions thereof, to wit: — 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might, by the remotest possibility, have been re- 
ceived by the possessor,” * * but to “the income, revenues, 
profits, and value for use or occupation which the evidence estab- 
lishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 

And again: “ The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property, 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 
to be adjudged to her. It is a question of proof, as in the case in 
the sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

hat the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1878, was made with special reference to the taking 
of testimony on this subject, and under said order testimony was 
tuken, as above stated in Exception No. 3, all of which as well as 
the said opinion and decree of the court was disregarded by said 
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master, who has returned, without change, the report previously 
made by him herein, as aforesaid. 

Gth. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales of 
1836 and 1837 as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate the 
rents, revenues, ete.; whereas, the opinions and orders of this court 
rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, 
protect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of esti- 
mation. 

7th That said master erred in taking any valuation or price what- 
ever as a basis of estimating the rents, ete. ; the opinions, orders, and 
decrees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the contrary, 
specially discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or method 
of estimation, required the complainant to establish by proof what 
rents, revenues, or value for use she, herself, could lave derived from 
said property if she had been left in the undisturbed possession 
thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property is 
to be taken asa basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues, 
or value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the aet 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation 
in the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in 
view of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the 
comparative, If not utter, worthlessness of said property, when con- 
sidering its ability to yield rents, revenues, or value for use, under 
uny circumstances of possession, or at any time since the date of 
possession by this defendant. 

Wherefore, respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 


(Signed) J. McCONNELL, 
" H. E. UPTON, 


Nolicitors for Def ndant. 


Exceptions of Philip Avegno, Sr.. lo Report of Kk. Sahourin. Mast: ', fled 
June 17, 1878. Filed July 11, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court. District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
VS. -No. 3663. 
P. H. Mousseavux., ef als. 


Philip Avegno, Jr., one of the defendants in the above cause, now 
comes and excepts to the report herein filed by I. Sabourin, master, 
on the 17th day of June, 1S78, as being erroneous and contrary to 
law and equity, and not in accordance with the decrees and orders 
of this honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following 
specific objections and exceptions thereto: 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objections 
and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the same 
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report when filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1875, and 
makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — day 
of , 1878, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts, that by the opinion and decree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court, the whole matter was 
recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with Instructions to find ae- 
cording to said opinion and decree, and that said master has utterly 
failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repugnant 
thereto. 

3d. That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master, filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, came up for 
hearing, on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid,-said report was 
not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants.to take 
further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large 
number of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, 
establishing conclusively that the said property did not produce, 
and could not have produced, rents or revenues by prudent admin- 
istration, neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it 
had been in the possession of others, and that said master totally 
disregarded said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports, 
without alteration. 

4th. That said report is erroneous, for the reasons and in the 
particulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day of 
June, 1578, and attached by him to his said report filed by him 
herein on the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is 
made, and the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

Sth. That said report is erroneous in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable 
court, filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the follow- 
ing portions thereof, to wit: 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might, by the remotest possibility, have been re- 
ceived by the possessor,” * * but to “the income, revenues, 
profits, and value for use or occupation, which the evidence estab- 
lishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 

And again: “The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property, 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management, she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 
to be adjudged to her. It is a question of proof, as in the case in 
the sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1878, was made with special reference to the taking 
of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testimony 
was taken, as above stated in Exeption No. 3, all of which, as well 
as the said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded by said 
master, Who has returned without change the report previouly made 
by him herein, as aforesaid. 7 

Gth. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales of 
1856 and 1537 as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate the 
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rents, revenues, ete.; whereas, the opinions and orders of this court 
rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, 
protect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of 
estimation. 

7th. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price what- 
ever as a basis of estimating the rents, ete., the opinions, orders, and 
decrees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the contrary, 
specially discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or method 
of estimation, required the complainant to establish by proof what 
rents, revenues, or value for use she, herself, could have derived from 
said property if she had been left in the undisturbed possession 
thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property is 
to be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues, or 
value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation 
in the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in 
view of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the 
comparative, if not utter, worthlessness of said property, when con- 
sidering its ability to yield rents, revenues, or value for use, under 
any circumsstances of possession, or at any time since the date of 
possession by this defendant. 

Wherefore respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 


(Signed) J. McCONNELL, 
% H. E. UPTON, 


Solicitors for Defendant. 


5OSS Exceptions of NS. bk. Brunett to Report of £. Sabourin, Master, 
Filed June 17,1878. Filed July 11, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES \ 
vs No. 3663. 


P. Hl. Mousseaux ef als. | 


S. E. Brunett, one of the defendants in the above cause, now comes 
and excepts to the report herein filed by E. Sabourin, master, on the 
17th day of June, 1878, as being erroneous and contrary to law 
and equity, and not in accordance with the decrees and orders of this 
honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following specific 
objections and exceptions thereto: 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objec- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
sume report when filed herein, on the 11th day of January, 1878, 
and makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — 
day of , 1878, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatin. 

2d. Further excepts that by the opinion and decree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court, the whole matter 
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was recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find 
according to said opinion and decree, and that said master has 
utterly failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly re- 
pugnant thereto. 

3d. That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master, filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, came up for 
hearing on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report was 
not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants to take 
further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large 
number of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, estab- 
lishing conclusively that the said property did not produce, and 
could not haye produced, rents or revenues by pradént administra- 
tion, neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it had 
been in the possession of others, and that said master totally dis- 
regarded said evidence and. refiled the same objectionable reports, 
without alteration. 

4th. That said report is erroneous for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day of June, 
IS7S8, and attached by him to his said report filed by him herein on 
the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

Sth. That said report is erroncous in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable court, 
filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the following 
portions thereof, to wit: 

“That she(the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues Which might, by the remotest possibility, have been re- 
ceived by the possessor,” * * but to “the income, revenues, 
profits, and value for the use or occupation which the evidence 
establishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 

And again: “ The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property, 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 
to be adjudged to her. It is a question of proof, as in the ease in 
the sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1878, was made with special reference to the taking 
of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testimony 
was taken, as above stated in Exception No. 3, all of which as well 
as the said opinion and decree of the court was disregarded by said 
master, who has returned, without change, the report previously 
made by him herein, as aforesaid. 

6th. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith, 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitions or reported sales of 
1836 and 1857, as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate the 
rents, revenues,.ete.; whereas, the opinions and orders of this court 
rendered herein,as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, protect 
the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of estimation. 

7th. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price what- 
ever as a basis of estimating the rents, etc. ; the opinions, orders, and 
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decrees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the contrary, 
specially discountenaneing such unfair and illegal basis or method 
of estimation, required the complainant to establish by proof what 
rents, revenues, or value for use she, herself, could have derived from 
said property if she had been left in the undisturbed POSSESSION 
thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property is 
to be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues 
or value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation 
in the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in 
view of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the 
comparative, if not utter, worthlessness of said property, when con- 
sidering its ability to vield rents, revenues, or value for use, under 
any circumstances of possession, or at any time since the date of 
possession by this defendant. 

Wherefore respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 

(Signed) J. MceCONNELL, 
« ao H. KE. UPTON, 
: Solicitors for De fendant. 


Exceptions of Jules Bermudez to Report of E. Sabourin, Master, Filed June 
17,1878. Filed July 11, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
VS. . No. 3663. 
P. H. Movsseaux et als. | 


Jules Bermudez, one of the defendants in the above cause, now 
comes and excepts to the report herein filed by E. Sabourin, master, 
on the 17th day of June, 1878, as being erroneous and contrary 
to law and equity,and not in accordance with the decrees and orders 
of this honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following 
specifie objections and exceptions thereto: 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objec- 
tion and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, 
and makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — 
day of ——, 1878, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts, that by the opinion and decree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court, the whole matter 
Was recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find 
according to said opinion and decree, and that said master has utterly 
fuiled'so to do, the report of said master being utterly repugnant 
thereto. 

Sd. That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master, filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, came up for 


4748S) THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


hearing, on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report was 
not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing the defendants to 
take further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large 
number of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, estab- 
lishing conclusively that the said property did not produce, and 
could not have produced, rents or revenues by -prudent admininis- 
tration, neither while in the possession of this defendant, nor if it 
had been in the possession of others, and that said master totally dis- 
regarded said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports 
without alteration. 

4th. That said report is erroneous, for the reasons and in the 
particulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day of 
June, 1878, and attached by him to his said report filed by him 
herein on the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is 
made, and the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

Sth. That said report is erroneous in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable court, 
filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the following 
portions thereof, to wit: 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might, by the remotest possibility, have been re- 
ceived by the possessor, | ° ” but to “the income, revenues, 
profits, and value for use or occupation which, the evidence estab- 
lishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 

And again: “ The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property, 
Which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 
to be adjudged to her. It is a question ‘of proof, as in the case in 
the sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1875, was made with special reference to the taking 
of testimony on this subject, and under said order testimony was 
taken, as above stated in Exception No. 3, all of which as well as the 
sald opinion and decree of the court was disregarded by said master, 
who has returned, without change, the report previously made by 
him herein, as aforesaid. 

6th. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales of 
1856 and 18357 asa basis of valuation upon which to estimate the 
rents, revenues, ete.; whereas, the opinions and orders of this court 
rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, 
protect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of 
estimation. 

7th. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price‘what- 
ever as a basis of estimating the rents, ete.; the opinions, orders, and. 
decrees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the contrary, 
specially discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or method 
of estimation, required the complainant to establish by proof what 
rents, revenues, or value for use she, herself, could have derived from 
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said property if she had been left in the undisturbed possession 
thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

8th. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property 1s 
to be taken asa basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues, 
or value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation 
in the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in 
view of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the 
comparative, if not utter, worthlessness of said property, when con- 
sidering its ability to vield rents, revenues, or value for use, under 
any circumstances of possession, 0 r at any time since the date of 
possession by this defendant. 

Wherefore respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 

(Signed) J. MCCONNELL, 
: M..4. Ur sO 
Solicitors for Defendant. 


5984 Exceptions of Estate F. Barnett to Report of EF. Sabourin, Master, 
Filed June 17, 1878. Filed July 11, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. >No. 386638. 


P. H. Movussravx et als. J 


Estate E. Barnett, one of the defendants in the above cause, now 
comes and excepts to the report herein filed by E. Sabourin, master, 
on the 17th day of June, 1875, as being erroneous and contrary 
to law and equity, and not in accordance with the decrees and orders 
of this honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following 
specifie objections and exceptions thereto: 

ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objec- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed herein, on the 11th day of January, 1878, 
and makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — 
day of , 1878, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts, that by the opinion and decree herein 
rendered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court, the whole matter 
Was recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find 
according to said opinion and deeree, and that said master has 
utterly failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly re- 
pugnant thereto. 

od. That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master, filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, came up for 
hearing, on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report was 
not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing the defendants to 
tuke further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large 
number of witnesses’ examined and a mass of testimony taken, 
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establishing conclusively that the said property did not produce, 
and could not have produced, rents or revenues by prudent adminis- 
tration, neither while in’ the possession of this defendant nor if it 
had been in the possession of others, and that said master totally dis- 
regarded said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports 
without alteration. 

4th. That said report is erroneous, for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day of June, 
1875, and attached by him to his said report, filed by him herein on 
the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

oth. That said report is erroneous, in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable 
court, filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the fol- 
lowing portions thereof, to wit: 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for eth 
revenues which might, by the remotest possibility, have been re- 
ceived by the possessor,” * * but to “the income, revenues, 
profits, and value for use or cecupation which the evidence estab- 
lishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. | 

And again: “The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property, 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management, she 
would have caused the property to produce the’ incomes which are 
to be adjudged to her. It is a quéstion of proof, as im the case in 
the sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
20th day of May, 1875, was made with special reference to the taking 
of testimony on this subject, and -that under said order testimony 
was taken, as above stated in exception No. 3,-all of which, as well 
as the said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded by said 
master, who has returned, without change, the report previously 
made by him herein as atoresaid. 

6th. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales of 
1836 and 1857 as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate the 
rents, revenues, ete.; whereas, the opinions and orders of this court 
rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, pro- 
tect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of estima- 
tion. 

ith. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price what- 
ever as a basis of estimating the rents, ete.; the opinions, orders, and 
decrees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the contrary, 
specially discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or method 
of estimation, required the complainant to establish by proof what 
rents, revenues, or value for use she, herself, could have derived 
from said property if she had been left in the undisturbed posses- 
sion thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property is 
to be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues, 
or value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and _ protested 
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against), then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation 
in the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in 
view of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the 
comparative, if not utter worthlessness of said property, when con- 
sidering its ability to yield rents, revenues, or value for use under 
any circumstances of possession, or at any time since the date of 
possession by this defendant. 

Wherefore respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 

(Signed) J. MceCONNELL, 
. H. E. UPTON, 
Solicitors for Defendant. 


Exceptions of Geo. Bischof to Report of E. Sabourin, Master, Filed June 
17, 1878. Filed July 11, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs 


P. H. Moussraux et als. J 


Geo. Bischoff, one of the defendants in the above cause, now comes 
and excepts to the report berein filed by I. Sabourin, master, on the 
17th day of June, 1878, as being erroneous and contrary to law and 
equity, and not in accordance with the decrees and orders of this 
honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following specific 
objections and exceptions thereto : 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objec- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed herein, on the 11th day of January, 1878, 
and makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — 
day of , 1878, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts, that by the opinion and deeree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court, the whole matter 
was recommitted to said master, Sabourin, vith instructions to find 
according to said opinion and decree, and that said master has 
utterly failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repug- 
nant thereto. 

od. That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, came up for 
hearing on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report was 
not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing the defendants to 
take further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large 
number of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, estab- 
lishing conclusively that the said property did not produce and 
could not have produced reuts or revenues by prudent administra- 
tion, neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it had 
been in the possession of others, and that said master totally disre- 
garded said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports with- 
out alteration. 


» eysgegeey 
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4th. That said report is erroneous, for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the.5th day of June, 
1878, and attached by him to his said report filed by him herein on 
the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

Sth. That said report is erroneous, in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable 
court, filed herein May 12th, 1877.and more especially to the fol- 
lowing portions thereof, to wit: 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might, by the remotest possibility, have been re- 
ceived by the possessor,” * * but to “the income, revenues, 
profits, and value for use or occupation which the evidence estab- 
lishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 

And again: “ The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property, 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management, she 


would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 


to be adjudged to her. It is a question of proof, as in the case in 
the sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 
That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1578, was made with special reference to the taking 
of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testimony 
was taken, as above stated in Exception No. 3, all of which, as well 


as the said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded by said. 


master, Who has returned, without change, the report previously 
made by him herein as aforesaid. 

6th. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales 
of 1856 and 1857 as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate the 
rents, revenues, etc.; whereas, the opinions and orders of this court 
rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, pro- 
tect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of estima- 
tion. 

7th. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price what- 
ever as a basis of estimating the rents, ete. ; the opinions, orders, and 
decrees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the contrary, 
specially discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or method 
of estimation, required the complainant to establish by proof what 
rents, revenues, or valuc for use she, herself, could have derived 
from said property if she had been left in the undisturbed posses- 
sion thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

8th. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property is 
to be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues, 
or value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and_ protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation 
in the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in 
view of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the 
comparative, if not utter, worthlessness of said property, when con- 
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sidering its ability to yield rents, revenues, or value for use under 
any circumstances of possession, or at any time since the the date of 
possession of this defendant. 

Wherefore respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 

(Signed) J. MCCONNELL, 
H k. UPTON, 
Solicitors for Defendant. 


5985 Exceptions of J. Bazae to Report of FE. Sabourin, Master, Filed 
June 17,1878. Filed July 11, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
rs. > No. 3663. 
DP. H. Mousseaux et me 


J. Bazae, one of the defendants in the above cause, now comes 
and excepts to the report herein filed by E. Sabourin, master, on the 
17th dav of June, 1878, as being erroneous and contrary to law 
and equity, and not in accordance with the decrees and orders of this 
honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following specific 
objections and exceptions thereto: 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objec- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed herein, on the 11th day of January, 1878, 
and makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — 
day of , 1875, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts, that by the opinion and deeree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court, the whole matter 
was recomimitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find 
according to said opinion and decree, and that said master -has ut- 
terly failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repug- 
nant thereto. 

3d. That on the 20th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master, filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1875, came up for 
hearing, on said exceptions tiled thereto as aforesaid, said report was 
not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants to 
take further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large 
number of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, 
establishing conclusively that the said property did not produce, 
and could not have produced rents or revenues by prudent admin- 
istration, neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it 
had been in the possession of others, and that said master totally 
disregarded said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports 
without alteration. 

4th. That said report is erroneous, for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day of June, 
1878, and attached by him to his said report filed by him herein on 
the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 
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5th. That said report is erroneous, in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable 
court, filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the fol- 
lowing portions thereof, to wit: 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might, by the remotest possibility, have been re- 
ceived by the possessor,” * * but to “the income, revenues, 
profits, and value for use or occupation which the evidence estab- 
lishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 

And again: “The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property, 
which she hieus how recovered, by ordinary ood Inanagement she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are to 
be adjudged to her. It is a question of proof, as in the case in the 
sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1S78, was made with special reference to the taking 
of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testimony 
Was taken, as above stated in Exception No. 3, all of which, as well 
as the said opinion and deeree of the court, was disregarded by said 
master, who has returned, without change, the report previously 
made by him herein as aforesaid. 

6th. Phat the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales of 
1856 and 1857 as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate the 
rents, revenues, etc.; whereas, the opinions and orders of this court 
rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, pro- 
tect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of estima- 
tion. | 

7th. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price 
Whatever as a basis of estimating the rents, ete.; the opinions, or- 
ders, and decrees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the 
contrary, specially discountenancing such unfair and iliegal basis 
or method of estimation, required the complainant to establish by 
proof what rents, revenues, or value for use she, herself, could have 
derived from said property if she had been left in the undisturbed 
possession thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property 1s 
to be taken asa basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues, 
or value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase by the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation 
In the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in 
view of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence of the 
comparative, if not utter, worthlessness of said property, when con- 
sidering its ability to yield rents, revenues, or value for use under 
any circumstances of possession, or at any time since the date of 
possession by this defendant. 
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Wherefore respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 
(Signed) J. McCONNELL, 
" H. E. UPTON, 


Solicitors for Defendant. 


Exceptions of Louis Barnett to Report of FE. Sabourin, Master, Filed June 
17, 1878. Filed July 11, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. -No. 3663. 


P. H. Movusseaux ef als. | 


Louis Barnett, one of the defendants in the above cause, now comes 
and excepts to the report herein filed by E. Sabourin, master, on 
the 17th day of June, 1878, as being erroneous and contrary to 
law and equity, and not in accordance with the decrees and orders 
of this honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following 
specific objections and exceptions thereto: 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objec- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
the same report when filed herein, on the 11th day of January, 1878, 
and makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — 
day of , 1878, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts, that by the opinion and decree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court, the whole matter 
was recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find 
according to said opinion and decree, and that said master has ut- 
terly failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repug- 
nant thereto. 

3d. That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master, filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, came up for 
hearing, on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report was 
not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing err tons seh to 
take further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large 
number of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, 
establishing conclusively that the said property did not produce, 
and could not have produced, rents or revenues by prudent admin- 
tration, neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if if 
had been in the possession of others, and that said master totally 
disregarded said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports 
without alteration. 

4th. That said report is erroneous, for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day of June, 
1878, and attached by him to his said report filed by him herein on 
the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

oth. That said report is erroneous in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable 

* 
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court, filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the fol- 
lowing portions thereof, to wit: 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might, by the remotest possibility, have been re- 
ceived by the possessor,” * * * but to “the income, revenues, 
profits, and value for use or occupation which the evidence es- 
tablishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 

And again: “The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property, 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to prodnee the incomes which are 
to be adjudged to ber. It is a | question of pruof, as in the case in 
the sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this sender 1 court, rendered herein on the 


29th day of May, 1875, was made with special reference to the taking 


of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testimony 
was taken, as above stated In Exception No. 35, all of which, as well 
as the said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded by said 
master, who has returned, without change, the report previously 
made by him herein as aforesaid. 

6th. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 


erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales of 


1836 and 1557 as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate the 
rents, revenues, ete.; whereas, the opinions and orders of this court 
rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, pro- 
tect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of estima- 
tion. . 

7th. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price 
whatever as a basis of estimating the rents, etc.; the opinions, 
orders, and decrees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the 
contrary, specially discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis 
or method of estimation, required the complainant to establish by 
proof what rents, revenues, or value for use she, herself, could have 
derived from said property if she had been left in the unditsurbed 
possession thereof, as hereinbefore.stated. 

Sth. Thatif any valuation whatever in price of said property is 
to be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues, 
or value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchast of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation 
in the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in 
view of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the 
comparative, if not utter, worthlessness of said property, when con- 
sidering its ability to yield rents, revenues, or value for use under 


any circumstances of possession, or at any time since the date of 


POSsse ssion by this defendant. 
Wherefore re ssponde nt prays that these exce ptions be maintained 


and the master’s report be rejected. : 
(Signed) J. McCONNELL, 
H. KE. UPTON, 
Solicitors for Defendant. 
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OYS6 Exceptions of P. Bordes to Report of I. Sabourin, Master, 
Filed June 17, S78. Filed July 11, 1875. 


U.S. Circuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 


bed 


vs. No. 3566: 
P. H. Mousseaux ef pe 


P. Bordes, one of the defendants in the above cause, now comes 
and excepts to the report herein filed by E. Sabourin, master, on 
the 17th day of June, 1878, as being erroneous and contrary to 
law and equity, and not in accordance with the deeree and orders 
of this honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following 
specific objections and exceptions thereto: 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objee- 
tions and exceptions he retofore made in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1575, and 
makes the objections and exceptions filed herein on the — day of 
, 1878, part hereof as if copied hereim verbatim. 

21. lurther excepts that by the opinion and deeree herein ren- 
dered May $12th, 1877, by this honorable court the whole matter 
Was recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find 
according to said opinion and *deeree, and that said master has 
utterly failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repug- 
nant thereto. 

3d. That on the 29th dav of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, came up for 
hearing on said exceptions filed thereto as: aforesaid, said report was 
not confirme d, but an order was entered allowing defendants to take 
further testimony, which order was complied with and a large num- 
ber of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, establish- 
ing conclusively that the said property did not produce and could not 
have produced rents or revenues by prudent administration, neither 
while in the possession of this defendant nor if it had been in the 
possession of others, and that said master totally disregarded said 
evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports without altera- 
tion. 

4th. That said report is erroneous, for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day of June, 
1878, and attached by him to his said report filed by him herein on 
the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

Sth. That said report is erroneous, in being in direct re pugn: ince 
to and in violation of the opinion and deeree of this honorable court, 
filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the following 
portions thereof, to Ww it 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might, by the remotest possibility, have been re- 
ceived by the possessor,” * * but to “the income, revenues, 
profits, and value for use or occupation whieh the evidence estab- 
lishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 
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And again: “The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed. in the possession of this property 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes whiely are 
to be adjudged to her. Itis a question of proof, as in the case in 
the Sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1878, was made with special reference to the taking 
of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testimony was 
taken, as above stated in Exception No.3, all of which, as well as the 
said opinion and deeree of the court, was disregarded by said mas- 
ter, Who has returned, without change, the report previously made 
by him herein, as aforesaid. 

6th. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales of 
1836 or 1537 as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate the 
rents, revenues, etc.; whereas the opinions and orders of this court 
rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, protect 
the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of estimation. 

7th. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price what- 
ever as the basis of estimating the rents, ete.; the opinions, orders, 
and decrees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the con- 
trary, specially discountenancing such unfair, and illegal basis or 
method of estimation, required the complainant to establis li by proof 
what rents, revenues, or value for use she, herself, could have derived 
from said property if she had been left in the undisturbed posneouten 
thereof, as hereinbefore state dd. 

Sth. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property is 
to be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues or 
value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation in 
the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in view 
of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the com- 
parative, if not utter, worthlessness of said property, when consider- 
Ing its ability to viel | rents, revenues, or value for use, under uny 
circumstances of possession, or at any time, since the date of posses: 
sion by this defendant. 

\W he ‘refore r ssponde hit prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 

(Signed) J. MCCONNELL, 
" IH. E. UPTON, 
Solicitor for Defendant. 
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Exceptions of Estate J. Bazae to Report of EB. Sabourin, Master, Filed 
June 17,1878. Filed July 11, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Loutsiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
VS. ~No. 3665. 
P. H. Moussreaux et als. J 


Estate J. Bazae, one of the defendants in the above cause, now 
comes and excepts to the report herein filed by E. Sabourm, 
master, on the 17th day of June, IS7S, as being erroneous and con- 
trary to law and equity, and not in accordance with the deerees 
and orders of this honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the 
following specific objections and exceptions thereto: 

Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objee- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
sume report when filed herein on the llth day of January, 1875, 
and makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — 
day of ; LS7S, prarrt hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

Yd. Further excepts threat by the opinion and decree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, Sei, by this honorable court the whole matter 
Was recomimitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find 
according to said opinion and decree, and that said master has 
utterly failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repug- 
nant thereto. 

3d. That on the 29th di av of May, ISTS8, when said report of said 
master, filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1S78, came up for 
hearing on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report was 
not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants to take 
further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large num- 
ber of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, establish- 
ing, conclusively, that the said property did not produce and could 
not have produced rents or revenues by prudent administration, 
neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it had been 
in the POSSESSION of others, and that said master tot: ally disreg arded 
said evidenee and refiled the same objectionable reports without al- 
teration. 

Ith. That said report is erroneous for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the Loth day of June, 
IS7S, and attached by him to his said report filed by him herein on 
the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

dth. That said report is erroneous, in being in direet repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable court 
filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the following 
portions thereof, to wit: 

That she (the complainant) is not entitled’ to a recovery for the 
revenues which might, by the remotest possibility, have been  re- 
ceived by the possessor,” * * but to “the income, revenues, 
profits, and value for use or oce upation which the evidence est: ab- 
lishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 
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And again: “The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 
to be adjudged to her. It is a question of proof, as in the case In 
the Sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1878, was made with special reference to the taking 
of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testimony 
was taken, as above stated in exception No. 3, all of which, as well 
as the said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded by said 
master, who has returned, without change, the report previously 
made by him herein, as aforesaid. 

Gth. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales of 
18360 and 1857 asa basis of valuation upon which to estimate the 
rents, revenues, ete.; whereas the opinions and orders of this court 
rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, pro- 
tect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of estima- 
tion. : 
7th. ‘That said master erred in taking any valuation or price what- 
ever as a basis of estimating the rents, ete.; the opinions, orders, and 
decrees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the contrary, 
specially discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or method 
of estimation, required the complainant to establish by proof what 
rents, revenues, or value for use she, herself, could lave derived 
from said property, if she had been left in the undisturbed possession 
thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property 1s to 
be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents, and revenues, or 
value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation in 
the value of said real estate at the.,date of said purchase, and in view 
of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the com- 
parative, if not utter, worthlessness of said property, when consider- 
ing its ability to vield rents, revenues, or value for use, under any 
circumstances of possession, or at any time, since the date of posses- 
sion by this defendant. 

Wherefore respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 

(Signed) J. McCONNELL, 
. H. E. UPTON, 
Solicitors for Defendant. 
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5ST Exeeptions of Jules Cassard to Report of EL. Sabourin, Master, 
Filed June 17, US78. Filed July 11, 1875. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLAnk GAINES 
vs. . No. 3663. 
P. H. Mousseaux et als. J 


Jules Cassard, one of the defendants in the above cause, now comes, 
and excepts to the report herein filed by E. Sabourin, master, on the 
17th day of June, 1875, as being erroneous and contrary to law and 
equity, and not in accordance with the decrees and orders of this 
honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following specific 
objections and exceptions thereto: 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity In) pleading, now reiterates the objee- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, 
and makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — 
day of , 1878, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatin. 

2d. Further excepts that by the opinion and decree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court the whole matter was 
recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with Instructions to find ae- 
cording to said opinion and decree, and that said master has utterly 
failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repugnant 
thereto. , 

3d. That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1879, came up for 
hearing, on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report 
was not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants to 
take further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large 
number of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, estab- 
lishing conclusively that the said property did not produce, and 
could not have produced, rents or revenues, by prudent administra- 
tion, neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it had 
been in the possession of others, and that said master totally disre- 
garded said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports, 
without alteration. 

4th. That said report is erroneous, for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submiited to the master in writing on the 15th day of June, 
1878, and attached by him to his said report filed by him herein on 
the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

5th. That said report is erroneous, in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opimion and decree of this honorable court, 
filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the following 
portions thereof, to wit: 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might, by the remotest possibility, have been re- 
ceived by the possessor,” * * but to “the income, revenues, profits, 
and value for use or occupation which the evidence establishes she, 
as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 


47620 THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


And again: “The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 
to be adjudged to her. It 1s a question of proof, as in the case in 
the Sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 29th 
day of May, 1878, was made with special reference to the taking of 
testimony on this subject, and that under said order testimony was 
taken, as above stated in Exception No. 5, all of which, as well as the 
said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded by said master, 
who has returned, without change, the report previously made by 
him herein, as aforesaid. 

6th. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales of 
1836 and 1837 as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate the 
rents, revenues, etc.; whereas the opinions and orders of this court 
rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, protect 
the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of estimation. 

7th. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price what- 
ever as a basis of estimating the rents, ete.; the opinions, orders, and 
decrees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the contrary, 
specially discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or method 
of estimation, required the complainant to establish by proof what 
rents, revenues, or value for use she, herself, could have derived from 
sald property if she had been left in the undisturbed possession 
thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property is to 
be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues, or 
value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and protested 
iwainst), then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation in 
the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in view 
of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the com- 
parative, if not utter, worthlessness of said property, when consider- 
ing its ability to yield rents, revenues, or value for use, under any 
circumstances of possession, or at any time, since the date of posses- 
sion by this defendant. 

Wherefore re spondent prays that these exceptions be m: iintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 

(Signed) J. McCONNELL, 
H. Kk. UPTON, 
Solicitors for Defendant. 
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Exceptions of Mrs. S. Delord to Report of E. Sabourin, Master, Filed June 
17, 1878. Filed July 11, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra Chark GAINES ) 
vs. > No. 3663. 
P. HI. Movsseaux et al. J 


Mrs. 8S. Delord, one of the defendants in the above cause, now 
comes and excepts to the report herein filed by E. Sabourin, mas- 
ter, on the 17th day of June, 1875, as being erroneous and contrary 
to law and equity, and not In accordance with the decrees and orders 
of this honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following 
specific objections and exceptions thereto: 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objee- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed herein on the I1th day of January, 1878, 
and makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — 
day of , 18758, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

Yd. Further excepts that by the opinion and decree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court the whole matter 
was recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find 
according to said opinion and decree, and that said master has 
utterly failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repug- 
nant thereto. 

3d. That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of 
sad master filed herein Ol the Lith day of January, 1878, cnume up 
for hearing, on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report 
Was not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants to 
take further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large 
number of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, 
establishing conclusively that the said property did not produce, 
ana could not have produced, relits or revenues, by prudent admin- 
istration, neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it 
had been in the POSSESSION of others, and that said master totally 
disregarded said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports, 
without alteration. 

4th. That said report is erroneous, for the reasons and in the paur- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day of June, 
IS7S, and attached by him to his said report filed by him herein on 
the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

5th. That said report is erroneous, in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable court 
filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the following 
portions thereof, to wit: 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues Which might, by the remotest possibility, have been re- 
ceived by the possessor,” * but to “the income, revenues, 
profits, and value for use or occupation which the evidence estab- 
lishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 
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And again: “The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 
to be adjudged to her. It is a question of proof,as in the case in the 
Sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1878, was made with special reference to the tak- 
ing of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testimony 
was taken, as above stated in Exception No. 3, all of which, as well 
as the said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded by said 
master, Who has returned, without change, the report previously 
made by him herein, as aforesaid. 

6th. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales 
of 1836 and 1857 as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate the 
rents, revenues, ete.; whereas the opinions and orders of this court 
rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, pro- 
tect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of esti- 
mation. 

7th. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price 
Whatever as a basis of estimating the rents, ete.; the opinions, orders, 
and deerces of this honorable court rendered herein,on the contrary, 
specially discountenancing such unfair and iflegal basis or method 
of estimation, required the complainant te establish by proof what 
rents, revenues, or value for use she, herself, could have derived from 
said property if she had been left in the undisturbed possession 
thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property 1s 
to be takenas a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues, or 
value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
Valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation 
in the value of said real estate at. the date of said purchase, and in 
view of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the 
comparative, if not utter, worthlessness of said property, when con- 
sidering its ability to yield rents, revenues, or value for use, under 
any circumstances of possession, or at any time, since the date of 
possession by this defendant. 

Wherefore respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 


(Signed) J. McCONNELL, 
2 H. E. UPTON, 


Solicitors for Defendant. 
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5988  Exvceptions of Jean Despeaus to Report of Eb. Sabourin, Master, 
Filed June 17,1878. Filed July 11, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. . No.3663. 
P. H. Movusseaux et als. J 


Jean Despeaux, one of the defendants in the above cause, now comes 
and excepts to the report herein filed by E. Sabourin, master, on the 
\7th day of June, 1878, as being erroneous and contrary to law 
and equity,and notin accordance with the decrees and orders of this 
honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following specific 
objections and exceptions thereto : 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objee- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
sume report when filed herein, on the 11th day of January, 1878, 
and makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — 
day ol , 1878, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim, 

Yd. Further excepts, that by the opinion and deeree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court, the whole matter 
was recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find 
according to said opinion and decree, and that said master has ut- 
terly failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repug- 
nant thereto. 

3d. That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master, filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, came up for 
hearing, on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report was 
not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants to 
take further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large 
number of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, es- 
tablishing conclusively that the said property did not produce, and 
could not have produced, rents or revenues by prudent administra- 
tion, neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it had 
been in the possession of others, and that said master totally disre- 
garded said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports with- 
out alteration. 

4th. That said report is erroneous, for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master In writing on the 15th day of June, 
ISTS, and attached by him to his said report filed by him herein on 
the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

oth. That said report is erroneous in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable court, 
filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the following 
portions thereof, to wit: 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might, by the remotest possibility, have been re- 
ceived by the possessor,” * * * but to “the income, revenues, 
profits, and value for use or occupation which the evidence estab- 
lishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 
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And again: “The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property, 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 
to be adjudged to her. It is a question of proof, as in the case in 
the sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1878, was made with special reference to the taking 
of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testimony 
was taken, as above stated in Exception No. 5, all of which, as well 
as the said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded by said 
master, Who has returned, without change, the report previously 
made by him herein as aforesaid. 

6th. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales of 
1836 and 1837 as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate the 
rent, revenues, ete.; whereas the opinions and orders of this court 
rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, pro- 
tect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of estima- 
tion.” 

7th. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price what- 
ever as a basis of estimating the rents, ete.; the opinions, orders, and 
decrees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the contrary, 
specially discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or method 
of estimation, required the complainant to establish by proof what 
rents, revenues, or value for use she, herself, could have derived from 
said property if she had been left in the undisturbed possession 
thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That in any valuation whatever in price of said property is 
to be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues or 
value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the aet 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of sueh 
valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation 
In the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in 
view of the fact, overwhelmingly éstablished by the evidence, of the 
comparative, if not utter, worthlessness of said property, when con- 
sidering its ability to yield rents, revenues, or value for use, under 
any circumstances of possession, or at any time since the date of 
possession by this defendant. 

Wherefore respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 

(Signed) J. McCONNELL, 
%4 H. EK. UPTON, 
Solicitors for Defendant. 
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Evceptions of Estate of J. Dupas to Report of Ee. Sabourin, Master, filed 
June 17,1878. Filed July 11, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 
\ 


Iyra CLARK GAINES ) 
US. -No. 3665. 


P. H. Mousskaux et als. J 


Estate of J. Dupas, one of the defendants in the above cause, now 
comes, and excepts to the report herein filed by E. Sabourin, master, 
on the 17th day of June, 1878, as being erroneous and contrary to 
law and equity, and not in accordance with the decrees and orders 
of this honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following 
specific objections and exceptions thereto. 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity In pleading, now reiterates the objee- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed herein, on the llth day of January, 1878, 
and makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — 
day of , 1875, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts, that by the opinion and deeree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court, the whole matter 
wits recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find 
according to said opinion and decree, and that said master has ut- 
terly failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repug- 
nant thereto. 

Sd. That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master, filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, came up for 
hearing, on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report was 
not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing the defendaits to 
take further testimony; which order was complied with, and a large 
number of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, es- 
tablishing conclusively that the said property did net produce, and 
could not have produced, rents or revenues by prudent administra- 
tion, neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it had 
been in the possession of others, and that said master totally disre- 
garded said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports 
Without alteration. 

4th. That said report is erroneous, for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day of June, 
1878, and attached by him to his said report filed by him herein on 
the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

oth. That said report is erroneous in being in direet repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable court 
filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the following 
portions thereof, to wit: 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might, by the remotest possibility, have been re- 
ceived by the possessor,” * * * but to “the income, revennes, 
profits, and value for use or occupation which the evidence estab- 
lishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 


4768 THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


And again: “The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property, 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the’ incomes which are 
to be adjudged to her. [t is a question of proof, as.in. the case in 
the sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) 1t was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1875, was made with special reference to the taking 
of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testimony 
was taken, as above stated in exception No. 5, all of wl ich, as well 
as the said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded by said 
master, Who has returned, without change, the report previously 
made by him herein as aforesaid. 

6th. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales of 
1836 and 1837 as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate the 
rent, revenues, ete., Whereas the opinions and orders of this court 
rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, pro- 


tect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of estima- 


tion. 

7th. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price what- 
ever as a basis of estimating the rents, ete., the opinions, orders, and 
decrees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the contrary, 
speclally discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or method 
of estimation, required the complainant to establish by proof what 
rents, revenues, or value for use she, herself, could have derived from 
sald property if she had been left in the undisturbed possession 
thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 


Sth. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property 1s’ 


to be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues or 
value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation in 
the value of said real estate at the, date of said purchase and in view 
of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the com- 
parative, if not utter, worthlessness of said property, when consider- 
Ing its ability to yield) rents, revenues, or value for use, under any 
circumstarices of possession or at any time since the date of posses- 
siou by this defendant. 

Wherefore respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 


(Signed) | J. McCONNELL, 
. IH. kK. UPTON, 


Solicitors for Defendant. 


—— ——_———<—_ — — 
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HAS9 [receptions of Jos. Despeause to Report of EF. Sabourin, Master, 
Filed June 17,1878. Filed July 11, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court. District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLrark GAINES ) 
} Us . No. 3663. 


r. Ee MovssEAUX ct als. J 


Jos. Despeaux, one of the defendants in the above cause, now 
comes and excepts to the report herein filed by I. Sabourin, master, 
on the 17th day of June, 1878, as being erroneous and contrary to 
law and equity, and not in accordance with the decrees and orders 
of this honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following 
specific objections and exceptions thereto: 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objee- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed herein, on the 11th day of January, 1878, 
and makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — 
day ot , 1878, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts, that by the opinion and deeree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court, the whole matter 
was recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find 
according to said opinion and deeree, and that said master has ut- 
terly failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repug- 
nant thereto. 

od. That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master, filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, came up for 
hearing, on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report was 
not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants to 
take further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large 
number of witnesses examined, and a mass of testimony taken, 
establishing conclusively that the said property did not produce, 
and could not have produced, rents or revenues by prudent admin- 
istration, neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it 
had been in the possession of others, and that said master totally 
disregarded said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports, 
without alteration. 

4th. That said report is erroneous, for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day of June, 
1878, and attached by him to his said report filed by him herein on. 
the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

oth. That said report is erroneous, in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable court, 
filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especiaily to the following 
portions thereof, to wit: 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a reeovery for the 
revenues which might by the remotest possibility have been received 
by the possessor,” * * but to “the ineome, revenues, profits, and 
value for use or occupation which the evidence establishes she, as 
owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 

290G 
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And again: “ The proof must establish that if she (the eomplain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property, 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 
to be adjudged to her. It is a question of proof, as In the case in 
the sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1878, was made with special reference to the taking 
of testimony on this subject,and that under said order testimony 
was taken, as above stated in Exception No. 5, all of which, as well 
as the said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded by said 
master, who has returned, without change, the report previously 
made by him herein, as aforesaid. ' 

Gth. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 


erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales of. 


1836 and 1837 as a basis of valuation: upon which to estimate the 
rents, revenues, ete.; whereas the opinions and orders of this court 
rendeyed herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, pro- 
tect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of estima- 
tion. 

7th. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price what- 
ever as a basis of estimating the rents, ete.; the opinions, orders, and 
decrees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the contrary, 
specially discountenancing such antair and illegal basis or method 
of estimation, required the complainant to establish by proof what 
rents, revenues, or value for use she, herself, could have derived from 
said property if she had been left in the undisturbed possession 
thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property ts 
to be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues, 
or value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation 
in the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in 
view of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the 
comparative, 1f not utter, worthlessness of said property when con- 
sidering its ability to vield rents, revenues, or value for use, under 


any circumstances of possession, or at any time since the date of 


possession by this defendant. 
W herefore respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 


(Signed) : J. McCONNELL, 
7 ? H. BE. UPTON, 


Solicitors for Defendant. 
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Exceptions of J. V. Gourdain and Wife to Report of FE. Sabourin, Mas- 
ter, Filed June 17, US7S. Filed July 11, 1878. 
U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
> No. 36653. 


) Us. 


P. H. Movusseaux ef als. 


. J. V. Gourdain and wife, one of the defendants in the above cause, 
now comes, and excepts to the report herein filed by E. Sabourin, 
master, on the 17th day of June, 1878, as being erroneous and con- 
trary to law and equity, and not in accordance with the decrees and 
orders of this honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the fol- 
lowing specific objections and exceptions thereto: 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objec- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
| same report when filed herein, on the 11th day of January, 1878, 

and makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — 

: day of , 1878, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatin. 
2d. Further excepts, that by the opinion and decree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court, the whole matter 
Was recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find 


— 


| according to said opinion and deeree, and that said master has utterly 
failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repugnant 
thereto. 


3d. That on the 29th day of May, 18758, when said report of said 
master, filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, came up for 
hearing, on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report was 
not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing the defendants to 
take further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large 
number of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, 
establishing conclusively that the said property did not produce, 
and could not have produced, rents or revenues by prudent adminis- 
tration, neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it had 
been in the possession of others, and that said master totally disre- 
garded said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports, 
without alteration. 

4th. That said report is erroneous, for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day of June, 
IS78, and attached by him to his said report filed by him herein on 
of the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

Sth. That said report is erroneous, in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable court, 
filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the following 
portions thereof, to wit: 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a reeovery for the 
revenues which might, by the remotest possibility, have been re- 
ceived by the possessor,’ * * but to “the income, revenues, 

rofits, and value for use or occupation which the evidence estab- 
lishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 
* 
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And again: “The proof must establish that if she (the ecomplain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in, the possession of this property, 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 
to be adjudged to her. It is a question of proof, as in the case In 
the sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1878, was made with special reference to the taking 
of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testimony 
was taken, as above stated in Exception No. 3, all of which, as well 
as the said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded by said 
master, who has returned, without change, the report previously 
made by him herein, as aforesaid. ‘ | 

6th. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales 
of 1836 and 1837 as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate the 
rents, revenues, ete.; whereas the opinions and orders of his court 
rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, pro- 
tect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of estima- 
tion. | 

7th. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price 
whatever as a basis of estimating the rents, ete., the opinions, orders: 
and decrees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the contrary 
specially discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or method 
of estimation, required the con.plainant to establish by proof what 
rents, revenues, or value for use. she herself could have derived from 
said property if she had been left in the undisturbed possession 
thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property 1s 
to be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues or 
value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three fourths, because of the actual depreciation 
In the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in 
view of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the 
comparative, if not utter, worthlessness of said property when con- 
sidering its ability to yield rents, revenues, or value for use, under 
any circumstances of possession, or at any time since the date Of 
possession by this defendant. 

Wherefore respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 

(Signed) J. McCONNELL, 
“ H. KE. UPTON, 
Solicitors for Defendant. 
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5990 Exceptions of Marie P. Gravier to Report of Le. Sabourin, Mas- 
ter, riled June 17, 1878. Filed July 11, 1575. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 3665. 
P. Il. Mousseaux ef als.) 


Marie P. Gravier, one‘of the defendants in the above cause, now 
comes and excepts to the report herein filed by E. Sabourin, master, 
on the 17th day of June, 1875, as being erroneous and contrary to 
law and equity, and not in accordance with the deerees and orders 
of this honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following 
specific objections and exceptions thereto: 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objec- 
tions and exceptions heretofore nade in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1575, 
and makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — 
day of , 1875, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts that by the opinion and decree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court the whole matter was 
recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find ae- 
cording to said opinion and decree, and that said master has utterly 
failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repugnant 
thereto. 

3d. That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1875, came up tor 
hearing on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report 
Was not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants to 
take further testimony, which order was complicd with, and a large 
number of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, es- 
tablishing conclusively that the said property did) not produce, and 
could not have produced, rents or reyenues by prudent administra- 
tion, neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it had 
been in the possession of others, and that said master totally disre- 
garded said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports, 
without alteration. 

4th. That said report is erroneous, for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the loth day of June, 
1S7S, and attached by him to his said report filed by him herein on 
the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

oth. That said report is erroneous, in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable 
court, filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the follow- 
ing portions thereof, to wit: 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues Which might, by the remotest possibility, have been re- 
ceived by the possessor,” * * but to “the tncome, revenues, 
profits, and value for use or occupation which the evidence estab- 
lishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 
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And again: “The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 
to be adjudged to her. It is a question of proof, as in the tase in 
the Sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
20th day of May, 1878, was made with special reference to the tak- 
ing of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testimony 
was taken, as above stated in Exception No. 3, all of which, as well 
as the said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded by said 
master, who has returned, without change, the report previously 
made by him herein, as aforesaid. ' 

6th. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales of 
1836 and 1837, as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate the 
rents, revenues, ete.; whereas the opinions and orders of this court 
rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, pro- 
tect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of estima- 
tion. 

7th. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price 
whatever as a basis of estimating the rents, ete.; the »pinions, or- 
ders, and deerees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the 
contrary, specially discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or 
method of estimation, required the complainant to establish by 
proof what rents, revenues, or value for use she, herself, could have 
derived from said property if she had been left in the undisturbed 
possession thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. Thatif any valuation whatever in price of said property is 
to be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues or 
value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and_ protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation 
in the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in 
view of the fact, overwhelmingly-established by the evidence, of the 
comparative, if not utter, worthlessness of said property, when con- 
sidering its ability to yield rents, revenues, or value for use under 
any circumstances of possession, er at any time, since the date of 
possession by this defendant. 

Wherefore respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 

(Signed) ° J. MCCONNELL, 
. H. bk. UPTON, 
Solicitors for Defendant. 
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Exceptions of Aimée Gautier to Report of FE. Sabourin, Master, Filed 
June 17th, STS. Filed July 11, 1878. 


U.S. Circuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
is , No. 56O6:). 


P. HH. Mousseaux et als. j 


Aimee Gautier, one of the defendants in the above cause, now 
comes and excepts tothe report herein filed by I. Sabourin, master, 
on the 17th day of June, 1875, as being erroneous and contrary to 
law and equity, and not in accordance with the decrees and orders 
of this honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following 
specific objections and exceptions thereto: 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objec- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed herein on the: I1th day of January, 1878, 
and makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — 
day of IS7S8, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts that by the opinion and decree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court the whole matter 
was recomimitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find 
according to said opinion and deeree, and that said master has ut- 
terly failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repug- 
nant thereto. 

od. That on the 29th day of May, 1875, when said report of said 
master filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, came up for 
hearing on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report 
Was not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants to 
take further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large 
number of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, es- 
tablishing conclusively that the said property did not produce, and 
could not have produced, rents or revenues by prudent administra- 
tion, neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it had 
been in the possession of others, and that said master totally disre- 
garded said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports, 
without alteration. 

4. That said report is erroneous, for the reasons and in the partic- 
ulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day of June, 
IS78, and attached by him to his said report tiled by him herein on 
the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. ’ 

Sth. That said report is erroneous, in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable 
court, filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the fol- 
lowing portions thereof, to wit: 

“'That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might, by the remotest possibility, have been re- 
ceived by the possessor,’ * * but to “the income, revenues, 
profits, and value for use or occupation which tlre evidence estab- 
lishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 
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And again: “The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property, 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management, she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 
to be adjudged toher. It 1s a question of proof, as in the ease in 
the Sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1878, was made with special reference to the tak- 
ing of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testimony 
was taken, as above stated in Exception No. 3, all of which, as well 
as the said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded by said 
master, Who has returned, without change, the report previously 
made by him herein, as aforesaid. 

Gth. That the re port of said master and opinions filed therewith 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales 
of 1836 and 1837 as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate the 
rents, revenues, ete.; Whereas the opinions and orders of this court 
rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, pro- 
tect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of estima- 
viol. 

7th. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price 
whatever as a basis of estimating the rents, ete.; the opinions, orders, 
and decrees of this honorable court rendered ‘herem, on the con- 
trary, specially discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or 
method of estimation, required the complainant to establish by proof 
What rents, revenues, or value for use she, herself, could have de- 
rived from said property if she had been left in the undisturbed 
possession thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. Thatif any valuation whatever in price of said property is 
to be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues, 
or value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and_ protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation 
In the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in 
view of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the 
comparative, if not utter, worthlessness of said property, when con- 
sidering its ability to yield rents, revenues, or value for use, under 
any circumstances of possession, or at any time, since the date of 
possession by this defendant. 

Wherefore respondent prays tht thess exce>tiors b> muintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 

(Signed) : J. MCCONNELL, 
oe Hl. bk. UPTON, 
_ Solicitors for Defendant, 
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5991 Exceptions of Auguste Gautier to Report of E. Sabourin, Master, 
Filed June 17, (87S. Filed July 11, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Us . No. 3655. 


P. H. Mousseaux et als. J 


Auguste Gautier, one of the defendants in the above cause, now 
comes and excepts to the report herein filed by E. Sabourin, master, 
on the 17th day of June, 1578, as being erroneous and contrary to 
law and equity, and not in accordance with the decrees and orders 
of this honorable court‘herein rendered, and assigns the following 
specific objections and exceptions thereto: 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objee- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed hergin on the I1th day of January, 1878, 
and makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — 
day of , 1878, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts that by the opinion and decree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court the whole matter 
was recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find 
according to said opinion and decree, and that said master‘has ut- 
terly failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repug- 
‘nant thereto. 

3d. That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master filed herein on the Lith day of January, 1578, came up for 
hearing on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report 
was not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants to 
take further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large 
number of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, es- 
tablishing conclusively that the said property did not produce, and 
could not have produced, rents or revenues, by prudent administra- 
tion, neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it had 
been in the possession of others, and that said master totally disre- 
garded said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports, 
without alteration. 

4th. That said report is erroneous, for the reasons and in the par- 
ticutars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day of June, 
1878, and attached by him to his said report, filed by him “herein on 
the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is m: ade, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

5th. That said report is erroneous, in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable 
court, filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the fol- 
lowing portions thereof, to wit: 

“That she (the compl: unant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might, by the remotest possibility, have been re- 
ceived by the possessor,” * |* but to “the income, revenues, 
profits, and value for use or occupation, which the evidence estab- 
lishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 
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And again: “The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 
to be adjudged to her. It is a question of proof, as in the case in the 
Sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1878, was made with special reference to the tak- 
ing of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testimony 
was taken, as above stated in Exception No. 3, all of which, as well 
as the said opmion and decree of the court, was disregarded by said 
master, Who has returned, without change, the report aesgeeme 
made by him herein, as aforesaid. 

6th. That the report of said master and opinions filed the vrewith 
erred In taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales 
of 1856 and 1857 as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate 
the rents, revenues, ete.; whereas the opinions and orders of this 
court rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, 
protect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of esti- 
mation. 

7th. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price 
whatever as a basis of estimating the rents, cte.; the opinions, orders, 
and decrees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the con- 
trary, specially discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or 
method of estimation, required the complainant. to establish by 
proof what rents, revenues, or value for use she, herself, could have 
derived from said property if she had been left in the undisturbed 
possession thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property is 
to be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues, or 
value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and_ protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation 
in the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in 
view of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the 
comparative, if not utter, worthlessness of said property, when con- 
sidering its ability to vield rents, revenues, or value for use, under 
any circumstances of possession, or at any time, sinee the date of 
possession by this defendant. 

Wherefore respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. . 


(Signed) J. McCONNELL, 
. H. k. UPTON, 


Solicitors for Defendant. 
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Exceptions of F. M. Jacobs to Report of EF. Sabourin, Master, Filed June 
17, 1878. Filed July 11, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
rs. > No. 3663. 
P. H. Mousseaux ef als. 


I’. M. Jacobs, one of the defendants in the above cause, now comes 
and excepts to the report herein filed by E. Sabourin, master, on the 
17th day of June, 1878, as being crroneous and contrary to law and 
equity, and not in accordance with the decrees and orders of this 
honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following specific 
objections and exceptions thereto: 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objee- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing.and printed to the 
same report when filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1875, 
and makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — 
day of . LS75, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts that by the opinion and decree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court the whole matter 
was recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find 
according to said opinion and decree, and that said master has ut- 
terly failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repug- 
nant thereto. 

Sd. That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master, filed herein on the Lith day of January, 1878, came up for 
hearing, on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report 
was not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants to 
take further testimony, which order was complied with,and a large 
number of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, es- 
tablishing conclusively that the said property did not produce, and 
could not have produced, rents or revenues by prudent administra- 
tion, neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it had 
been in the possession of others, and that said master totally disre- 
garded said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports, 
without alteration. 

4th. That said report is erroneous, for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day of June, 
1S78, and attached by him to his said report filed by him herein on 
the 17th June, 1878,and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

oth. That said report is erroneous in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable 
court, filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the fol- 
lowing portions thereof, to wit: 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might, by the remotest possibility, have been re- 
ceived by the possessor,” * * but to “the income, revenues, 
profits, and value for use or occupation, which the evidence estab- 
lishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 
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And again: “The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the Incomes which are 
to be adjudged to her. It is a question of proof, as in the case in 
the Sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1875, was made with special reference to the tak- 
ing of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testi- 
mony Was taken, as above stated in Exception No. 3, all of which, 
as well as the said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded 
by said master, who has returned, without change, the report pre- 
viously made by him herein, as aforesaid. 

Gth. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales 
of 1836 and 1837 as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate 
the rents, revenues, etc.; whereas the opinions and orders of this 
court rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, 
protect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of esti- 
mation. 

7th. That said master erred in ‘taking any yaluation or price 
Whatever as a basis of estimating the rents, ete.; the opinions, or- 
ders, and decrees of this honorable court rendered hereim, on the 
contrary, specially discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or 
method of estimation, required the complainant to establish by 
proof what rents, revenues, or value for use she, herself, could have 
derived from said property if she had been left in the undisturbed 
possession thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. ‘Phat if any valuation whatever in price of said property is 
to be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues, 
or value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation 
in the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in 
view of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the 
comparative, if not utter, worthlessness of said property, when con- 
sidering its ability to yield rents, revenues, or value for use, under 


any circumstances of possession, or at any time, since the date of 


possession by this defendant. 
Wherefore respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 
(Signed) J. McCONNELL, 
wg H. E. UPTON, 
Solicitors for Defendant. 


/ 
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5992 Exceptions of Jules Lapene to Report of E. Sabourin, Master, Filed 
June 17, (878. Filed July 11, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. » No. 35665. 
P. H. Mousseaunx ef als. J 


Jules Lapene, one of the defendants in the above cause, now 
comes and excepts to the report herein filed by E. Sabourin, mas- 
ter, on the 17th day of June, 1875, as being erroneous and contrary 
to law and equity, and not in accordance with the decrees and or- 
ders of this honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the follow- 
ing specific objections and exceptions thereto: 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objee- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed herein, on the 11th day of January, 1878, 
and makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — 
day of , 1878, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts, that by the opinion and deeree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court, the whole matter 
was recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find 
according to said opinion and decree, and that said master has 
utterly failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repug- 
nant thereto. 

3d. That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, came up for 
hearing on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report 
was not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants to 
take further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large 
number of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, estab- 
lishing conclusively that the said property did not produce,and could 
not have produced, rents or revenues, by prudent administration, 
neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it had been 
in the possession of others, and that said master totally disregarded 
sald evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports, without 
alteration, 

4th. That said report is erroneous, for the reasons and in the 
particulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day 
of June, 1878, and attached by him to his said report filed by 
him herein on the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections refer- 
ence Is made, and the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

oth. That said report is erroneous, in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable court, 
filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the following por- 
tions thereof, to wit: 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might, by the remotest possibility, have been re- 
ceived by the possessor,’ * * but to “the income, revenues, 
profits and value for use or occupation which the evidence estab- 
lishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 
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And again: “The proof must establish that if she (the complain 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property, 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 
to be adjudged to her. It is a question of proof, as in the case in the 
Sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 29th 
day of May, 1875, was made with special reference to the taking of 
testimony on this subject, and that under said order testimony was 
taken, as above stated in Exception No. 3, all of which as well as the 
said opinion and decree of the court was disregarded by the said 
master, Who has returned, without change, the report previously 
made by him herein, as aforesaid. 

6th. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales 
of 1856 and 1837 asa basis of valuation upon which to estimate 
the rents, revenues, ete.; whereas the opinions and orders of this 
court rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, 
protect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of esti- 
mation: 

7th. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price what- 
ever as a basis of estimating the rents, etc.; the opinions, orders, and 
of this honorable court rendered herein, on the contrary, specially 
discountenancing such an unfair and illegal basis or method of esti- 
mation, required the complainant to establish by proof what rents, 
revenues, or value for use she, herself, could have derived from said 
property if she had been left in the undisturbed possession thereof, 
as hereinbefore stated. | 

Sth. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property is to 
be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenue, or 
value for use, (which is not admitted, but denied and protested 
against,) then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation in 
the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in view 
of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the com- 
parative, if not utter, Worthlessness of said property, when consider- 
Ing its ability to vield rents, revenues, or value for use, under any 
circumstances of possession, or at any time since the date of posses- 
sion by this defendant. 

Wherefore respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 


(Signed) J. McCONNELL, 
. H. KB. UPTON, 


Solicitors for Defendant. 


THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 4785 


Exceptions of IT. Larquie to Report of Ik. Sabourin, Master, Filed June 17, 
S78. Filed July 11, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
Us. . No. 3663. 
P. H. Movusseaux ef als. 


II. Larquie, one of the defendants in the above cause, now comes 
and excepts to the report herein filed by E. Sabourin, master, on the 
17th day of June, 1875, as being erroneous and contrary to law and 
equity, and not in accordance with the decrees and orders of this 
honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following specific 
objections and exceptions thereto : 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objee- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed herein, on the 11th day of January, 1878, 
and makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — 
day of - , 1875, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts, that by the opinion and decree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court, the whole matter was 
recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find ae- 
cording to said opinion and decree, and that said master has utterly 
failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repugnant 
therelo. 

3d. That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1578, came up for 
hearing on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report was 
not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants to take 
further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large num- 
ber of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, establish- 
ing conclusively that the said property did not produce, and could 
not have produced, rents or revenues by prudent administration, 
neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it had been 
In the possession of others, and that said master totally disregarded 
suid evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports without 
alteration. 

tth. That said report is erroneous for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day of June, 
IS7S, and attached by him to his said report filed by him herein on 
the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

oth. That said report is erroneous, in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable court, 
filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the following 
portions thereof, to wit: 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might by the remotest possibility, have been re- 
ceived by the possessor,” * * but to “the income, revenues 
profits, and value for use or occupation which the evidence estab- 
lishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 


ATS THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES, 


And again: “ The proof must establish that if she (the ecomplain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property, 
which she has now recovered by ordinary good management, she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 
to be adjudged to her. It 1s a question of proof, as in thecase in the 
Sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie), it was held to be. 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1878, was made with special reference to the taking of 
testimony on this subject, and that under said order testimony was 
taken, as above stated in Exception No.3, all of which, as well as the 
said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded by said mas- 
ter, Who has returned without change the report previously made 
by him herein, as aforesaid. , 

Gth. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith, 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales 
of 1856 and 1857 as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate 
the rents, revenues, ete.; whereas the opinions and orders of this 
court rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, 
protect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of esti- 
mation. 

7th. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price what- 
ever as the basis of estimating the rents, ete.; the opinions, orders, 
and decrees of this honorable court rendered herein on the con- 
trary specially discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or 
method of estimation, required the complainant to establish by proof 
what rents, revenues, or value for use she, herself, could have de- 
rived from said property if she had been left in the undisturbed 
possession thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property is 
to be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues or 
value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation in 
the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in view of 
the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the com- 
parative, if not utter, worthlessness of said property, when consider- 
ing its ability to vield rents, revenues, or value for use, under any 
circumstances of possession, or at any time, since the date of posses- 
sion by this defendant. 

Wherefore respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 

(Signed) J. McCONNELL, 

: H. BE. UPTON, 
Solicitors for Defendant. 
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5993 Exeeptions of Jules Lavergne to Report of EF. Sabourin, Master, 
Filed June 17,1878. Filed July 11, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. . No. 3668. 
P. H. Mousseaux ef als. | 


Jules Lavergne, one of the defendants in the above cause, now 
comes and excepts to the report herein filed by E. Sabourin, master, 
on the 17th day of June, 1878, as being erroneous and contrary to 
law and equity, and not in accordance with the decrees and orders 
of this honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following 
specific objections and exceptions thereto : 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objec- 
tions and exce ptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed herein, on the 11th day of Janu: ry, 1878, and 
makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on tive — day of 
, 1578, part hereof, as 1f copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts, that by the opinion and decree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court, the whole matter 
was recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find 
according to said opinion and decree, and that said master has 
utterly failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly re- 
pugnant thereto. 

3d. That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said sae of said 
master filed herein on the 11th day of Janu: rv, 1S7S, came up for 
hearing on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, ‘ald report 
was not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants to 
take further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large 
number of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, es- 
tablishing conclusively that the said property did not produce, and 
could not have produced, rents or revenues, by prudent adminis- 
tration, neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it 
had been in the possession of others, and that said master totally 
disregarded said evidence and refiled the same objectionable re- 
ports, without alteration. 

4th. That said report is erroneous, for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day of June, 
1578, and attached by him to his said report filed by him herein on 
the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. : 

oth. That said report is erroneous, in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable court, 
filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the following prr- 
tions thereof, to wit: 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might, by the remotest possibility, have been re- 
ecived by the possessor,’ * * but to “the income, revenues, 
= and value for use or occupation which the evidence estab- 

ishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 
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And again: “The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property, 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 
to be adjudged to her. It is a question of proof, as in the case in 
the Sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1878, was made with special reference to the tak- 
ing of testimony on this subject,and that under said order testimony 
was taken, as above stated in Exe ‘eption No. 3, all of which as well 
as the said opinion and decree of the court was disregarded by said 
master, who has returned, without change, the report previously 
made by him herein, as aforesaid. 

6th. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales of 
1836 and 1837 as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate the 
rents, revenues, ete.; whereas the opinions and orders of this court 
rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, pro- 
tect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of esti- 
mation. 

7th. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price 
whatever as a basis of estimating the rents, etc.; the opinions, orders 
and decrees of this honorable court rendered herein on the con- 
trary specially discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or 
method of estimation, required the complainant to establish by 
proof what rents, revenues, or value for use she, herself, could have 
derived from said property if she had been left in the undisturbed 
possession thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That ifany valuation whatever in price of said property is 
to be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues, 
or value for use; (which is not admitted, but denied and protested 
against,) then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation in 
the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in view 
of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the com- 
parative . if not utter, worthle ‘sshess of said prope rty, when consider- 
Ing its ability to yield rents, revenues or value for use, under any 
circumstances of possession, or at any time, since the date of pos- 
session by this defendant. 

Wherefore respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report rejected. 


(Signed) J. MCCONNELL, 
“ H. EK. UPTON, 


Nolicitors for Defendant. 
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Exceptions of F. G. Levasseur to Report of E. Sabourin, Master, Filed 
June 17,1878. Filed July 11, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Us. -No. 3663. 


P. H. Movusseaunx et als. j 


I’. G. Levasseur, one of the defendants in the above cause, now 
comes and excepts to the report herein filed by E. Sabourin, master, 
on the 17th day of June, 1875, as being erroneous and contrary to 
law and equity, and not in accordance with the decrees and orders 
of this honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following 
specific objections and exceptions thereto: 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objec- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
saine report when filed herein, on the 11th day of January, 1578, 
and makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the 
— day of , 1878, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts, that by the opinion and decree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court, the whole matter 
was recommitted to said master; Sabourin, with instructions to find 
according to said opinion and decree, and that said master has 
utterly failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly re- 
pugnant thereto. 

3d. That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, came up for 
hearing on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report 
was not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants 
to take further testimony, which order was complied with, and 
a large’number of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony 
taken, establishing conclusively that the said property did not pro- 
duce, and could not have produced, rents or revenues, by prudent 
administration, neither while in the possession of this defendant hor 
if ithad been in the possession of others, and that said master totally 
disregarded said evidence and refiled the same objectionable re- 
ports, without alteration. 

4th. That said report is erroneous, for the reasons and in the 
particulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day of 
June, 1878, and attached by him to his said report tiled by him 
herein on the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is 
made, and the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

Sth. That said report is erroneous, in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable 
court, filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the fol- 
lowing portions thereof, to wit: 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might, by the remotest possibility, have been re- 
ceived by the possessor,’ * * but to “the income, revenues, 
rofits and value for use or eccupation which the evidence estab- 
lishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 
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And again: “The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed im the possession of this proverty, 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are to 
be adjudged to her. It is a question of proof, as in the case in the 
Sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1878, was made with special reference to the tak- 
ing of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testimony 
was taken, as above stated in Exception No. 3, all of which as well 
as the said opinion and decree of the court was disregarded by said 
master, who has returned, without change, the report previously 
made by him herein, as aforesaid. ° 

Gth. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith. 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales 
of 1836 and 1837 as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate 
the rents, revenues, ete.; whereas the opinions and orders of this 
court. rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, 
protect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of esti- 
Ination. 

7th. The said master erred in taking any valuation or price 
whatever as a basis of estimating the rents, et¢.; the opinions, orders 
and deerees of this honorable court rendered herein on the con- 
trary specially discountenancing such unfair and illegal. basis or 
method of estimation, required the complainant to establish by 
proof what rents, revenues, or value for use she, herself, could have 
derived from said property if she had been left in the undisturbed 
possession thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property is 
to be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues, 
or value for use, (which is not admitted, but denied and protested 
against,) then the master shall take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation in. 
the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in view 
of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the com- 
parative, if not utter, worthlessness of said property, when consider- 
ing its ability to yield rents, revenues, or value for use, under any 
circumstances of POSSESSION, or at any time, since the date of posses- 
sion by this defendant. 

Wherefore respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. | 

(Signed) J. McCONNELL, 
” H. ek. UPTON, 
‘Solicitors for Defendant. 
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O994 = Exceptions of M. Meilleur to Report of BE. Sabourin, Master, Filed 
June 17, 1878. Filed July 11, 1878. 


U. S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. . No. 86635. 
P. H. Mousseaux et als. J 


M. Meilleur, one of the defendants in the above cause, now comes 
and excepts to the report herein filed by IE. Sabourin, master, on the 
17th day of June, 1875, as being erroneous and contrary to law and 
equity, and not in accordance with the decrees and orders of this 
honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following specific 
objections and exceptions thereto : 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objec- 
tions ane exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
Sate report when filed herein, on the 1th day of January, LS7S, 
and makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the 
— dav of , 1875, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts, that by the opinion and decree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court, the whole matter 
Was recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find 
according to said opinion and decree, and that said master has 
utterly failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repug- 
nant thereto. 

od. That on the 29th day of May, IS7S, when said report of said 
master, filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1S7S, came up for 
hearing on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report 
Was not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants to 
take further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large 
number of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, estab- 
lishing conclusively that the said property did not produce, and 
could not have produced, rents or revenues by prudent administra- 
tion, neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it had 
been in the possession of others, and that said master totally disre- 
garded said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports with- 
out alteration. 

4th. That said report is erroneous, for the reasons and in the’ par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the Loth day of June, 
1875, and attached by him to his said report filed by him herein on 
the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

oth. That said report is erroneous in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and deeree of this honorable court, 
filed herein: May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the following 
portions thereof, to wit: 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might by the remotest possibility have been re- 
ceived by the possessor,’ * * but to “the income, revenues, 
profits, and value for use or occupation which the evidence estab- 
lishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 
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And again: “ The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 
to be adjudged to her. It is a ‘question of proof, as in the case in 
the Sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1878, was made with special reference to the taking 
of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testimony 
was taken, as above stated in Exception No. 5, all of which, as well 
as the said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded by said 
master, who has returned, without change, the report previously 
made by him herein, as aforesaid. : 

Gth. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 


erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales of 


1836 and 1837 as a basis of valuation upon which to estunate the 
rents, revenues, ete.; whereas, the opinions and orders of this court 
rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, 
protect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of esti- 
mation. 

7th. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price what- 
ever as a basis of estimating the rents, ete.; the opinions, orders, and 
decrees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the contrary, 
specially discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or method 
of estimation, required the complainant to establish by proof what 
rents, revenues, or value for use she herself could have derived from 
said property 1f she had been left in the undisturbed possession 
thereof, as hereinbefore stated. ) 

Sth. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property is to 
be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues or 
value for use (which is not admitted, butdenied and protested against), 
then the master should take the price as shown by the act of pur- 
chase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such valua- 
tion at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation in the 


value of said real estate at the dite of said purchase, and in view of 


the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the com- 
parative, if not utter, worthlessness of said property, when consider- 
ing its ability to yield rents, revenues, or value for use under any 
circumstances of possession, or at any time since the date of posses- 
sion by this defendant. 

Wherefcre respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 

(Signed) J. McCONNELL, 
" H. E. UPTON, 
Solicitors for Defendant. 
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Exceptions of C. Morel to Report of FE. Sabourin, Master, Filed June 17, 
1878. Filed July 11, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 3663. 
P. H. Mousseaux ef als. 


(. Morel, one of the defendants in the above cause, now comes 
and excepts to the report herein tiled by E. Sabourin, master, on the 
l7th day of June, 1878, as being erroneous and contrary to law and 
equity, and not in accordance with the decrees and orders of this 
honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following specific 
objections and exceptions thereto : 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objee- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed herein, on the 11th day of January, 1878, 
and makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — 
day of , 1878, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts, that by the opinion and deeree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court, the whole matter was 
recommitted to ‘said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find ae- 
cording to said opinion and decree, and that said master has utterly 
fuiled so to do, the report of said master being utterly repugnant 
thereto. 

3d. That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master, filed herein on the 11th day of January, IS7S, came up for 
hearing on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report 
was not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants to 
to take further testimony, which order was complied with, and a 
large number of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, 
establishing conclusively that the said property did not produce, 
and could not have produced, rents or revenues, by pradent admin- 
istration, neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it 
had been in the possession of others, and that said master totally 
disregarded said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports 
without alteration. 

4th. That said report is erroneous for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day of June, 
LS78, and attached by him to his said re port filed by him herein on 
the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

Sth. That said report is erroneous in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree ‘of this honorable court 
filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the following 
portions thereof, to wit: 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might by the remotest possibility have been re- 
ceived by the possessor,” * * but to “the income, revenues, 
profits, and value for use or occupation which the evidence estab- 
lishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 
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And again: “ The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property, 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 
to be adjudged to her. It is a question of proof, as in the case in 
the Sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1878, was made with special reference to the taking 
of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testimony 
was taken, as above stated in Exception No. 3, all of which, as well 
as the said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded by said 
master, who has returned, without change, the report previously 
made by him herein as ¢ aforesaid. 

6th. That the report of said master and opinions filed hiniie with 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales of 
1836 and 1837 as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate the 
rents, revenues, ete.; whereas the opinions and orders of this court 
rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, pro- 
tect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of esti- 
mation. 

7th. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price what- 
ever as a basis of estimating the rents, ete.; the opinions, orders, and 
decrees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the contrary, 
specially discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or method 
of estimation, required the complainant to establish by proof what 
rents, revenues, or value for use she herself could have derived from 
suid property if she had been left in the undisturbed possession 
thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property is 
to be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues or 
value for use (which is not admitted; but denied and protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the aet 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at Jeast three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation 
in the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in 
view of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the 
comparative, 1f not utter, worthlessness of said property when con- 
sidering its ability to yield rents, revenues, or value for use under 
any circumstances of possession, or at any time since the date of pos- 
session by this defendant. 

Wherefore respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 

(Signed) J. McCONNELL, 
. H. E. UPTON, 
Solicitors for Defendant. 
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5995 Exceptions of Mrs. 8. Morel and Husband to Report of E. Sa- 
hourin, Master, Filed June 17, 1878. Filed July 11, 1875. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. . No. 5663. 


P. H. Mousseaux et als. | 


Mrs. 8S. Morel and husband, one of the defendants in the above 
cause, now come and excepts to the report herein filed by E. Sa- 
bourin, master, on the 17th day of June, 1875, as being erroneous 
and contrary to law and equity, and not in accordance with the 
deerees and orders of this honorable court herein rendered, and as- 
signs the following specific objections and exceptions thereto: 

Ist. Defendant-, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objec- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1875, and 
makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — day 
of , 1875, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatin. 

2d. Further excepts, that by the opinion and decree herein: ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court, the whole matter 
Was recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find 
according to said opinion and decree, and that said master has 
utterly failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repug- 
nant thereto. 

od. That on the 29th day of May, 1S78, when said report of said 
master, filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1875, came up for 
hearing, on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report 
was not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants to 
take further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large 
number of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, estab- 
lishing conclusively that the said property did not produce, and 
could not have produced, rents or revenues, by prudent administra- 
tion, neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it had 
been in the possession of others, and that said master totally disre- 
garded said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports, 
without alteration. 

4th. That said report is erroneous, for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day of June, 
1878, and attached by him to his said report filed by him herein on 
the 17th. June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are new reiterated as part hereof. 

5th. That said report is erroneous in being In direet repugnance 
to anc in violation of the opinion and deeree of this honoroble court, 
filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the following 
portions thereof, to wit: 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might by the remotest possibility have been re- 
ceived by the possessor,” * * but to “the income, revenues, 
profits, and value for use or occupation which the evidence estab- 
lishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 
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And again: “ The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property, 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 
to be adjudged to her. It 1s a question of. proof, as in the case in 
the Sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1878, was made with special reference to the taking 
of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testimony 
was taken, as above stated in Exception No. 3, all of which, as well 
as the said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded by said 
master, who has returned, without change, the re port previously 
made by him herein as aforesaid. 

6th. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 


erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales of 


1836 and 1837 as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate the 
rents, revenues, ete.; whereas the opinions and orders of this court 
rendered herein, as well as the laws of the Siate of Louisiana, pro- 
tect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of estima- 
tion. 
7th. That said master erred in ,taking any valuation or price 
whatever as a basis of estimating the rents, etc.; the opinions, orders, 
and decrees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the contrary, 
specially discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or method 
of estimation, required the complainant to establish by proof what 
rents, revenues, or value for use she, herself, could have derived 
from said property if she had been left in the undisturbed possession 
thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 
8th. That ifany valuation whatever in price of said property is to 
be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues, or 
value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and — protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce. the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation 
in the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase and in 
view of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence of the 
comparative, if’not utter, worthlessness of said property, when con- 
sidering its ability to yield rents, revenues, or value for use under 


any circumstances of possession, or at any time, since the date of 


possession by this defendant. 
Wherefore — nt prays that these exceptions be m: aintained | 
and the master’s report be rejected. 
(Signed) J. McCONNELL. 
“ H. Kk. UPTON, 
Solicitors for Defendant. 
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Exceptions of Louis Mestier to Report of E. Sabourin, Master, Filed June 
17,1878. Filed July 11, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 1 
vs. No. 3665. 
1 Mien belie 


Louis Mestier, one of the defendants in the above cause, now comes 
and excepts to the report herein filed by E. Sabourin, master, on the 
17th day of June, 1878, as being erroneous and contrary to law and 
equity and not in accordance with the decrees and orders of this 
honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following specific 
objections and exceptions thereto: 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objee- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, and 
makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — day 
of , 1878, part hereof as if copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts, that by the opinion and decree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court, the whole matter 
was recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find 
according to said opinion and ‘decree, and that said master has ut- 
terly failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repug- 
nant thereto. ‘ 

3d. That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master, filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, came up for 
hearing on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report was 
not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants to take 
further testimony, which order was complied with and a large num- 
ber of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, establish- 
ing conclusively that the said property did not produce, and could 
not have produced rents, or revenues by prudent administration, 
neither while in the possession of this defendant, nor if it had been 
in the possession of others, and that said master totally disregarded 
said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports without 
alteration. 

4th. That said report is erroneous, for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day of June, 
1878, and attached by him to his said report filed by him herein on 
the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

5th. That said report is erroneous in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable court, 
filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the followiug 
portions thereof, to wit: 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might, by the remotest possibility, have been re- 
ceived by the possessor,” * * * but to “the income, revenues, 
profits, and value for use or occupation which the evidence estab- 
lishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 
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And again: “ The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 
to be adjudged to her. It is a question of proof, as in the case in 
the Sixth of Robinson (Winter Us. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1878, was made with special reference to the taking 
of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testimony 
was taken, as above stated in Exception No. 3, all of which, as well 
as the said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded by sand 
master, Who has returned, without change, the report previously 
made by him herein, as aforesaid. 

Gth. That the report of the said master and opinions filed there- 
with erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported 
sales of 1836 and 1837 as a basis of valuation upon which to esti- 


mate the rents, revenues, etce.; whereas the opinions and orders of 


this court rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Loutsi- 


ana, protect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of 


estimation. | 

7th. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price 
whatever as a basis of estimating the rents, ete.; the opinions, orders, 
and decrees of this honorable court rendered. herein, on the con- 
trary, specially discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or 
method of estimation, required the complainant to establish by 
proof what rents, revenues, or value for use she, herself, could have 
derived from said property if she had been left in the undisturbed 
possession thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That if ahy valuation whatever in price of said property is 
to be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues, 
or value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation in 
the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in view 
of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the com- 
parative, 1f not utter, worthlessness of said property, when consider- 
ing its ability to yield rents, revenues, or value for use, under any 
circumstances of possession, or at any time since the date of pos- 
session by this defendant. 

Wherefore re spondent prays that these e xceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 


(Signed) J. McCONNELL, 
™ H. E. UPTON, 


Solicitors for Defendant. 
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5996 Exceptions of Mrs. 8. Magner to Report of FE. Sabourin, Master, 
Filed June 17,1878. Filed July 11,1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
rs. ~ No. 86635. 


P. H. Mousseaux et als. | 


Mrs. S. Magner, one of the defendants in the above cause, now 
comes and excepts to the report herein filed by FE. Sabourin, master, 
on the 17th day of June, 1878, as being erroneous and contrary to 
law and equity, and not in accordance with the decrees and orders 
of this honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following 
specific objections and exceptions thereto: 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objee- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, and 
makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — day 
of ——, 1878, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts that by the opinion and decree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court the whole matter was 
recommiitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find ae- 
cording to said opinion and decree, and that said master has utterly 
fuiled so to do, the report of said master being utterly repugnant 
thereto. 

od. That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master, filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, came up for 
hearing on said exeeptions filed thereto, as aforesaid, said report was 
not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants to take 
further testimony, which order was comptied with, and a large num- 
ber of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, establish- 
ing conclusively that the said property did not- produce and could 
not have produced rents or revenues, by prudent administration, 
neither while in the possession of this defendant, nor if it had been 
in the possession of others, and that said master totally disregarded 
said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports without 
alteration, 

4th. That said report is erroneous for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day of June, 
IS7S, and attached by him to his said report filed by him herein on 
the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made, and 


the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 


Sth. That said report is erroncous in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable court 
filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the following 
portions thereof, to wit: 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might, by the remotest possibility, have been re- 
ceived by the possessor;” * * but to “the income, revenues, 
profits, and value for use or occupation which the evidence estab- 
lishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 
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And again: “The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 
to be adjudged to her. It is a question of proof, as in the case in the 
Sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1878, was made with special reference to the tak- 
ing of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testimony 
was taken, as above stated in Exception No. 3, all of which, as well 
as the said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded by said 
master, who has returned, without change, the report previously 
made by him herein, as aforesaid. 

6th. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales of 
1836 and 1837 as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate the 
rents, revenues, etc., whereas the opinions and orders of this court 
rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, pro- 
tect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of estima- 
tion. 

7th. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price what- 
ever as a basis of estimating the rents, ete. The opinions, orders, and 
decrees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the contrary, 
specially discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or method 
of estimation, required the complainant to establish by proof what 
rents, revenues, or value for use she herself could have derived from 
said property if she had been left in the undisturbed possession 
thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property 1s 
to be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues or 
value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths because of the actual depreciation in 
the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in view 
of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the com- 
parative, if not utter, worthlessness of said property when consider- 
ing its ability to yield rents, revenues, or value for use under any 
circumstances of possession or at any time since the date of posses- 
sion by this defendant. : 

Wherefore respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 


(Signed) J. MCCONNELL, 
“ H. kK. UPTON, 


Solicitors for Defendant. 
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Exceptions of Heirs of D. B. Macarty to Report of E. Sabourin, Master, 
Filed June 17, 1878. Filed July 11, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. >» No. 5665. 


P. H. Movusseaux ef als. 


Heirs of D. H. Macarty, one of the defendants in the above cause, 
now comes and excepts to the report herein filed by E. Sabourin, 
master, on the 17th day of June, 1878, as being erroneous and con- 
trary to law and equity, and not in accordance with the decrees and 
orders of this honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the fol- 
lowing specific objections and exceptions thereto: 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objee- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, and 
makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — day 
of , 1878, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts that by the opinion and decree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court the whole matter was 
recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find ae- 
cording to said opinion and decree, and that said master has utterly 
failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repugnant 
thereto. 

3d. That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1S7S, came up for 
hearing on said exceptions filed thereto, as aforesaid, said report was 
not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants to take 
further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large num- 
ber of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, establish- 
ing conclusively that the said property did not produce and could 
not have produced rents or revenues, by prudent administration, 
neither while in the possession of this defendant, nor if it had been 
in the possession of others, and that said master totally disregarded 
said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports without 
alteration. 

4th. That said report is erroneous for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day of June, 
1878, and attached by him to his said report filed by him herein on 
the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

5th. That said report is erroneous in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable court 
filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the following 
portions thereof, to wit: 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might, by the remotest possibility, have been re- 
ceived by the possessor;” * * but to “the income, revenues, 
rofits, and value for use or occupation which the evidence estab- 
lishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 
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And again: “The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undistarbed in the possession of this property 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 
to be adjudged to her. It.is a question of proof, as in the case in the 
Sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1S78, was made with special reference to the tak- 
ing of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testimony 
was taken, as above stated in Exception No. 3, all of which, as well 
as the said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded by said 
master, Who has returned, without change, the report previously 
made by him herein, as aforesaid. 

Gth. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 


erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales of 


1836 and 1537 as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate the 
rents, revenues, ete., Whereas the opinions and orders of this court 
rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, pro- 
tect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of estima- 
tion. , 

7th. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price what- 
ever as a basis of estimating the rents, ete. The opinions, orders, and 
decrees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the contrary, 
specially discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or method 
of estimation, required the complainant to establish by proof what 
rents, revenues, or value for use she herself could have derived from 
said property if she had been left in the undisturbed possession 
thereof, as hereinbefore stated. , 

Sth. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property 1s 
to be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues or 
value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and protested 
aginst), then the master should take the price as shown.by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths because of the actual depreciation in 
the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in view 
of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the com- 
parative, if not utter, worthlessness of said property when consider- 
ing its ability to yield rents, revenues, or value for use under any 
circumstances of possession or at any time since the date of posses- 
sion by this defendant. 

Wherefore respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 


(Signed) J. McCONNELL, 
“ C. Ek. SCHMIDT, 
: | Pr J. A. SEGHERS, 


Solicitors for Defendant. 
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5997 Exceptions of Pierre Meinneville to Report of F. Sabourin, Master, 
Filed June 17, US7S.— Filed July 11, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs, » No. 5663. 
P. H. Moussraux et als. J 


Pierre Meinneville, one of the defendants in the above ¢1use, now 
comes and excepts to the report herein filed by FE. Sabourin, master, 
on the 17th day of June, 1878, as being erroneous and contrary to 
law and equity, and not in accordance with the decrees and orders 
of this honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following 
specific objections and exceptions thereto: 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objee- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed in the 
same report when filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, and 
makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — day 
of ——-, 1875, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts that by the opinion and decree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court the whole matter was 
recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find ae- 
cording to said opinion and decree, and that said master has utterly 
failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repugnant 
thereto. 

od. That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, came up for 
hearing on said exceptions filed thereto, as aforesaid, said report was 
not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants to take 
further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large num- 
ber of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, establish- 
ing conclusively that the said property did not produce and could 
not have produced rents or revenues, by prudent administration, 
neither while in the possession of this defendant, nor if it had been 
In the possession of others, and that said master totally disregarded 
said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports without 
alteration. 

4th. That said report is erroneous for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day of June, 
IS78, and attached by him to his said report filed by him herein on 
the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

oth. That said report is erroneous in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable court 
filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the following 
portions thereof, to wit: 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a reeovery for the 
revenues which might, by the remotest possibility, have been re- 
ceived by the possessor;” * * but to “the income, revenues, 
profits, and value for use or occupation which the evidence estab- 
lishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 
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And again: “The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left mms B in the possession of this property 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 
to be adjudged to her. It is a que stion of proof, as in the case in the 
Sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1878, was made with special reference to the tak- 
ing of = on this subject, and that under said order testimony 
was taken, as above stated in Exeeption No. 3, all of which, as well 
as the said opinion and deeree of the court, was disregarded by said 
master, who has returned, without change, the report previously 
made by him herein, as aforesaid. 

Gth. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 


erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales of 


1836 and 18357 as a . basis of valuation upon which to estimate the 
rents, revenues, ete., Whereas the opinions and orders of this court 
rendered herein, as well is the laws ot the State of Louisiana, pro- 
tect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of estima- 
tion.” 


7th. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price what- 
ever as a basis of estimating the rents, ete. The opinions, orders, and 
decrees of this honcerable court rendered herein, on the contrary, 


specially discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or method 
of estimation, required the complainant to establish by proof what 
rents, revenues, or value for use she herself could have derived from 
said property if she had been left in the undisturbed possession 
thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property Is 
to be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues or 
value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths because of the actual depreciation in 
the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in view 
of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the com- 
parative, if not utter, worthlessness of said property when consider- 
ing its ability to vield rents, revenues, or value for use under any 
circumstances of POSSESSION or at any ume since the date of PPUSSCS- 
sion by this defendant. 

Wherefore respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 


and the master’s report be rejected. 
(Signed) — . 1. McCONNELL, 
? H. B. UPTON, 


Solicitors for Defe ndant. 
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Exceptions of J. Neuhauser to Report of FE. Sabourin, Master, Filed June 
17, 1S7S. Filed July 11, 1878S. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
rs. ~-No. 3665. 
P. H. Movusseavux ef als. 


J. Neuhauser, one of the defendants in the above cause, now comes 
and excepts to the report herein filed by E. Sabourin, master, on the 
17th day of June, 1875, as being erroneous and contrary to law and 
equity, and not in accordance with the deerees and orders of this 
honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following specifie 
objections and exceptions thereto: 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objec- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, and 
makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — day 
of , 1878, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatin. 

2d. Further excepts that by the opinion and decree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court the whole matter was 
recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find ae- 
cording to said opinion and deeree, and that said master has utterly 
fuiled so to do, the report of said master being utterly repugnant 
thereto. 

3d. That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master filed herein on the I1th day of January, 1578, came up for 
hearing on said exceptions filed thereto, as aforesaid, said report was 
not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants to take 
further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large num- 
ber of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, establish- 
ing conclusively that the said property did not produce and could 
not have produced rents or revenues, by prudent administration, 
neither while in the possession of this defendant, ner if it had been 
in the pessession of others, and that said master totally disregarded 
said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports without 
alteration. 

4th. That said report is erroneous for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th dav of June, 
IS7TS,and attached by him to his said report filed by him herein on 
the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

oth. That said report is erroneous in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable court 
filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the following 
portions thereof, to wit: . 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might, by the remotest possibility, have been re- 
ceived by the possessor;” * * but to “the income, revenues, 
profits, and value for use or occupation which the evidence estab- 
lishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 

> 
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And again: “The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property 
Which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 
to be adjudged to her. It is a question of proof, as in the case in the 
Sixth of Robinson (Winter US, Zacharie) it Was held Lo be.” 

That the order of this honorable court rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1878, was make with special reference to the tak- 
ing of testimony on this subjeet, and that under said order testimony 
Was taken, as above stated in exception No. 3, all of which, as well 
as the said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded by said 
master, Who has returned, without change, the report previously 
made by him herein, as aforesaid. 

Gth. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 


erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales of 


1886 and 1857 as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate the 
rents, revenues, ete., Whereas the opinions and orders of this court 
rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, pro- 
tect-the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of estima- 
tion. 

7th. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price what- 
ever as a basis of estimating the rents, ete. The opinions, orders, and 
decrees of this Lonorable court rendered herein, on the contrary, 
speclally discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or method 
of estimation, required the complainant to establish by proof what 
rents, revenues, or Value for use she herself could have derived from 
said property if she had been left in the undisturbed possession 
thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That aif any valuation whatever in price of said property Is 
to be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues or 
value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and_ protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths because of the actual depreciation 1 
the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and In view 
of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the com- 
parative, if not utter, worthlessness of said property when consider- 
ing its ability to yield rents, revenues, or value for use under any 
circumstances of possession or at any time since the date of posses- 
sion by this defendant. 

Wherefore respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 


(Signed) J. McCONNELL, 
Z H. E. UPTON, 


Solicitors for Defendant. 
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5998 Exceptions of D. Ocechsner to Report of bk. Sabourin, Master 
Filed June 17, 1878. Filed July 11, 1877. 


U. S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
VS. ~No. 36658. 
P. H. Movusseaux et als. 


DD. Oechsner, one of the defendants in the above cause, now comes 
and excepts to the report herein filed by E. Sabourin, master, on the 
17th day of June, 1878, as being erroneous and contrary to law and 
equity, and not in accordance with the decrees and orders of this 
honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following specifie 
objections and exceptions thereto: 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objee- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed herein, on the llth day of January, 1S7S, 
and makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — 
day of , 1578, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim, 

2d. Further excepts, that by the opiion and deerce herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court, the whole matter 
was recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find 
according to said opinion and deeree, and that said master has ut- 
terly failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repug- 
nant thereto. 

Sd. Thaton the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master, filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, came up for 
hearing, on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report 
Was not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants to 
take further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large 
number of witnesses examined and a massof testimony taken, estab- 
lishing conclusively that the said property did not produce, and 
could not have produce il, rents or revenues, by prudent administra- 
tion, neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it had 
been in the possession of others, and that said master totally disre- 
garded said evidence and _ refiled the same objectionable reports, 
Without alteration. 

4th. That said report is erroneous, for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the loth day of June, 
IS7S, and attached by him to his said report filed by him herein on 
the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

Sth. That said report is erroneous in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable court 
filed herein May 42th, 1877, and more especially to the following 
portions thereof, to wit: | 

“Phat she (the compl inant) is not entitled to a recove ry for the 
revenues which might by the remotest possibility have been re- 
ceived by the possessor, >. * pat w& “ie Ihneome, revenues, 
profits, and value for use or occupation which the evidence estab- 
lishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 
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And again: “The proof must establish that ifshe (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 
to be adjudged to her. It 1s a question of proof, as in the case in 
the Sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1878, was made with special reference to the tak- 
ing of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testimony 
was taken, as above stated in Exception No. 3, all of which, as well 
as the said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded by said 
master, who has returned, without change, the report previously 
made by him herein, as aforesaid. 

6th. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 
errea In taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales 
of 1836 and 1837 as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate the 
rents, revenues, ete.; whereas, the opinions and orders of this court 
rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, pro- 
tect the Gefendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of estima- 
tole. 

7th. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price 
whatever as a basis of estimating the rents, ete.; the opinions, orders, 
and decrees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the contrary, 
specially discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or method 
of estimation, required the complainant to establish by proof what 
rents, revenues, or value for use she, herself, could have derived from 
said property if she had ,been left in the undisturbed possession 
thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property 1s to 
be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues, or 
value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
Valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation 
in the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in 
view of the fact, overwhelmingly ‘established by the evidence, of the 
comparative, if not utter, worthlessness of said property, when con- 
sidering its ability to yield rents, revenues, or value for use, under 
any circumstances of possession, or at any tinre, since the date of 
posse sslon by this defendant. 

Wherefore, respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 

(Signed) J. McCONNELL, 
r H. KE. UPTON, 
Solicitors for Defendant. 
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KL veceplions of Heir of O. Dougherty to Report of KE. Sabourin, Master, 
Filed June 17,1878. Filed July 11, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
rs ». No. 3663. 


P. H. Movsseaux et als. J 


Heirs of O. Dougherty, one of the defendants in the above cause, 
now comes and excepts to the report herein filed by I. Sabourin, 
master, on the 17th day of June, 1878, as being erroneous and con- 
trary to law and equity, and not in accordance with the decrees and 
orders of this honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the fol- 
lowing specific objections and exceptions thereto : 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objee- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed herein, on the I1th day of January, 1878S, 
and makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — 
day of . 1878, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts, that by the opinion and decree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court, the whole matter was 
recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find ae- 
cording to said opinion and deeree, and that said master has utterly 
failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repugnant 
thereto. 

od. That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master, filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, came up for 
hearing, Ol) said exceptions filed thereto iis aforesaid, snicd report 
was not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants to 
tade further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large 
number of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, estab- 
lishing conclusively that the suid property did not produce, and 
could not have produced, rents or revenues, by prudent administra- 
tion, neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it had 
been in the possession of others, and that said master totally disre- 
garded said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports, 
without alteration. 

4th. That said report is erroneous for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the loth day of June, 
IS7S, and attached by him to his said report filed by him herein on 
the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

Sth. That said report is erroneous in being In direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable 
court, filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the fol- 
lowing portions thereof, to wit: 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues whieh might by the remotest possibility have been re- 
ceived by the possessor,” * * but to “ the Income, revenues, 
profits and value for use or occupation which the evidence establishes 
she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 
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And again: “The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 
to be adjudged toher. Itisa question of proof, as in the casein 
the Sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1875, was made with special reference to the tak- 
ing of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testi- 
mony was taken, as above stated in Exception No. 3, all of which, as 
well as the said opinion and deeree of the court, was disregarded by 
stld master, who has returned, without change, the report pre- 
viously made by him herein, as aforesaid. é 

Gth. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales of 
1856 and 1837 asa basis of valuation upon which to estimate the 
rents, revenues, ete.; whereas, the opinions and orders of this court 
rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, pro- 
tect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of. esti- 
mation. | 

7th. That said master erred in’ taking any valuation or price 
Whatever as a basis of estimating the rents, ete. ; the opinions, orders 
and decrees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the contrary, 
specially discountenancing such unfair and ‘illegal basis or method 
of estimation, required the complainant to establish by proof what 
rents, revenues, or value for use she, herself, could have derived from 
said property if she had been left in the undisturbed possession 
thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That ifany valuation whatever in price of said property ts 
to be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues, or 
value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths, beeause of the actual depreciation 
in the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in 
view of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the 
comparative, If not utter, worthlessness of said property, when con- 
sidering its ability to yield rents, revenues, or value for use, under 
any circumstances of possession, or at any time, since the date of 
possession by this defendant. 

Wherefore, respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejectea, 


(Signed) J. McCONNELL, 
‘ H. E. UPTON, 


Solicitors for Defendant. 
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5999 = Exceptions of Heirs of Pesquier to Report of EB. Sabourin, Mas- 
ter, Filed June 17, 1878. Filed July 11,1578. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Loutsiana. 


Myra Clark GAINES 
vs. No. 5663. 


P. H. Movusseaunx et als. J 


Heirs of Pesquier, one of the defendants in the above cause, now 
comes and excepts to the report herein filed by EE. Sabourin, master, 
on the 17th day of June, 1878, as being erroneous and contrary to 
law and equity, and not in accordance with the decrees and orders 
of this honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following 
specific objections and exceptions thereto : 

Ist. Detendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objee- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
sume report when filed herein on the Lith day of January, 1878, and 
makes the said objections and exceptions, filed herein on the — 
day of , 1875, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts, that by the opinion and decree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court, the whole matter 
was recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find 
according to said opinion and decree, and that said master has utterly 
failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repugnant 
thereto. 

od. That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master, filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, came up for 
hearing on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report was 
not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants to take 
further testimony; which order was complied with, and a large num- 
ber of witnesses examined, and a mass of testimony taken, estab- 
lishing conclusively that the said property did not produce, and 
could not have produced, rents or revenues, by prudent administra- 
tion, neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it had 
been in the possession of others, and that said master totally disre- 
garded said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports with- 
out alteration. 

4th. That said report is erroneous for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the loth day of June, 
1878, and attached by him to his said report, filed by him herein on 
the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

5th. That said report is erroneous in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable court, 
filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the following 
portions thereof, to wit: : 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might, by the remotest possibility, have been re- 
ceived by the possessor, ” * * * but to “the income, revenues, 
profits, and value for use or occupation which the evidence estab- 
lishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 
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And again: “ The proof must establish that if she (the ecomplain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 
to be adjudged to her. It isa question of proof, as in the case in 


the Sixth of Robinson ( Winter s. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 
That the order of this honor: ible court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1S75, was made with speci al reference to the taking ‘ow 


of testimony on this sub ject, and that under said order testimony 

was taken as above statéd in Exception No. 3; all of which, as well 

as the said opinion andidecree of the court, was disregarded by said | 
master, Who has returnel without change the report previously made 
by him herein as aforesaid, 

6th. That the report of said master, and opinions filed therewith, 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales 
of 1836 and 1837 as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate the 
rents, revenues, ete.; whereas the opinions and orders of this court 
rendered herein, as we|l as the laws of the State of Louisiana, pro- 
tect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of estima- 
tion. 

ith. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price 
whatever asa basis of estimating the rents, ete., the opinions, orders, 
and decrees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the contrary, 
specially discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or method . 
of estimation, required the complainant to establish by proof what 
rents, revenues, or value for use she herself could have derived from 
said property if she had been left in the undisturbed possession 
thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property 1s 
to be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues or 
value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
Valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation 
In the value of said real estate at-the date of said purchase, and ini 
view of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the 
comparative, If not utter, worthlessness of said property when con- 
sidering its ability to yield rents, revenues, or value for use, under 
any circumstances of possession, or at any time since the date of 
possession by this defendant. 

Wherefore respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 


(Signed) J. McCONNELL, 
‘6 Hl. k. UPTON, 


Solicitors for Defendant. 
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Exceptions of Raymond Roussclot to Report of Fe. Sabourin, Master, Filed 
June 17,1878. Filed July 11, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Loutsiana. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. > No. 5668. 
P. H. Movsseaux et als. | 
taymond Rousselot,one of the defendants in the above cause, now 


comes and excepts to the report herein filed by E. Sabourin, master, 
on the 17th day of June, 1875, as being erroneous and contrary to 


law and equity, and notin accordance with the decrees and orders of 


this honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following spe- 
cific objections and exceptions thereto : 

Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objee- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, and 
makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — day 
of — ; 1875, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts, that by the opinion and deeree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court, the whole matter was 
recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find accord- 
ing to said opinion and decree, and that said master has utterly 
failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repugnant 
thereto. 

3d. That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master, filed herein on the i1th day of January, 1878, came up for 
hearing on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report was 
not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants to take 
further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large num- 
ber of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, establish- 
ing conclusively that the said property did not produce, and could 
not have produced, rents or revenues by prudent administration, 
neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it had been 
in the possession of others, and that said master totally disregarded 
suid evidence, and refiled the same objectionable reports without 
alteration. 

4th. That said report is erroneous for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day of June, 
1878, and attached by him to his said report filed by him herein on 
the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

Sth. That said report is erroneous in being in direct repngnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable 
court, filed herein May 12th, 1877,and more especially to the follow- 
ing portions thereof, to wit : 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might by the remotest possibility have been received 
by the possessor,” * * but to “the income, revenues, profits, and 
value for use or occupation which the — establishes she, as 
owner, would have received or derived,” 
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And again: “ The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the -possession of this property 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are to 
be adjudged to her. It is a question of proof, as in the case In the 
Sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1878, was made with special reference to the taking 
of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testimony was 
taken, as above stated In Exception No. 3, allof which, as well as the 
said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded by said mas- 
ter, who has returned, without change, the report previously made 
by him herem as aforesaid. 

6th. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales 
of 1836 and 1837 as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate the 
rents, revenues, ete.; Whereas the opinions and orders of this court 
rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, pro- 
tect fhe defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of estima- 
tion. 

7th. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price 
Whatever as a basis of estimating the rents, ete. ; the opinions, orders, 
and deerees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the con- 
trary, specially discountenanciag such unfair and illegal basis or 
method of estimation, required the complainant to establish by 
proof what rents, revenues, or value for use she herself could have 
derived from said property if she had been left in the undisturbed 
possession thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property is 
to be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues, 
or value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and protested 
against), then the master sheuld take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation in 
the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in view 
of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the com- 
parative, if not utter, worthlessness of said property, when consider- 
ing its ability to yield rents, revenues, or value for use, under any 
circumstances of possession, or at any time since the date of posses- 
sion. by this defendant. 

Wherefore respondent prays that these exce ptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 

(Signed) J. MCCONNELL, 
. H. k. UPTON, 
Solicitors for Defendant. 
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6000 Exceptions of Albin Rochereau to Report of FE. Sabourin, Master, 
Filed June 17, US78. Filed July 11, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. - No. 5665. 
P. H. Movusseaux et als. | 


Albin Rochereau, one of the defendants in the above cause, now 
comes and excepts to the report herein filed by E. Sabourin, master, 
on the 17th day of June, 1878, as being erroneous and contrary to 
law and equity, and not in accordance with the decrees and orders 
of this honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following 
specific objections and exceptions thereto: 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objee- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, 
and makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — 
day of , 1878, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts that by the opinion and decree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court the whole matter 
was recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find 
according to said opinion anid deeree, and that said master has 
utterly failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly 
repugnant thereto. 

dd. That on the 29th day of May, IS7S, when said report of said 
master filed herein on the llth day of January, 1875, came up for 
hearing on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report 
Was not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants 
to take further testimony, which order was complied with, and a 
large number of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, 
establishing conclusively that the said property did not produce, and 
could not have produced, rents or revenues, by prudent administra- 
tion, neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it had 
been in the possession of others, and that said master totally dis- 
regarded said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports, 
without alteration. 

4th. That said report is erroneous, for the reasons and in the 
particulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day of 
June, 1878, and attached by him to his said report filed by him 
herein on the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is 
made, and the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

Sth. That said report is erroneous, in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and deeree of this honorable 
court, filed herein May 12th, LS77, and more especlally to the fol- 
lowing portions thereof, to wit: 

“'That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might,. by the remotest possibility, have been re- 
ceived by the possessor,” * but to “the income, revenues, 
profits, and value for use or occupation which the evidence estab- 
llshes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 
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And again: “The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the POSSCSS1ON of this property 
Which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 
to be adjudged to her. ‘It is a question of proof, as in the case in 
the Sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1878, was made with special reference to the 
tuking of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testi- 
mony Was taken, as above stated in Exception No. 3, all of which, 
as Well as the said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded 
by said master, who has returned, without change, the report pre- 
viously made by him herein, as aforesaid. 

6th. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales 
of 1856 and 1837 as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate 
the rents, revenues, ete.; whereas‘the opinions and orders of this 
court rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, 


protect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of 


estimation. 

7th. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price 
Whatever as a basis of estimating the rents, ete.; the opinions, 
orders, and decrees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the 
contrary, specially discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis 
or method of estimation, required the complainant to establish by 
proof what rents, revenues, or value for use she herself could have 
derived from said property if she had been left in the undisturbed 
possession thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property is 
to be taken as a basis upon’which to estimate rents and revenues 
or value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the 


act of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of 


such valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual deprecia- 
tion in the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and 


in view of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of 


the comparative, if not utter, worthlessness of said property, when 
considering its ability to vield rents, revenues, or value for use, 
under any circumstances of possession, or at any time since the 
date of possession by this defendant. 

Wherefore respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 


(Signed) | J. McCONNELL, 
“ C. kh. SCHMIDT, 
‘6 Per HR A. SECHERO, 


Solicitors for Defendant. 
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Exceptions of Geo. O. Reinecke to Report of FE. Sabourin, Master, Filed 
June 17,1878. biled July 11, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. -No. 3665. 
P. H. Movusseaux ae als. 


Geo. O. Reinecke, one of the defendants in the above cause, now 
comes and excepts to the report herein filed by I. Sabourin, master, 
on the 17th day of June, 1878, as being erroneous and contrary to 
law and equity, and not in accordance with the decrees and orders 
of this honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following 
specific objections and exceptions thereto : 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objee- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, 
and makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — 
day of , 1875, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts that by the opinion and decree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court the whole matter 
was recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find 
according to said opinion and decree, and that said master has 
utterly failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repug- 
nant thereto. 

od. That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master, filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, came up for 
hearing on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report 
was not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants 
to take further testimony, which order was complied with, and a 
large number of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, 
establishing conclusively that the said property did not produce, 
and could not have produced, rents or revenues, by prudent admin- 
istration, neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it 
had been in the possession of others, and that said master totally 
disregarded said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports, 
without alteration, . 

4th. That said report is erroneous, for the reasons and in the 


particulars submitted to the master in writing on the loth day of 


June, 1878, and attached by him to his said report filed by him 
herein on the J7th June, 1S78, and to whieh objections reference is 
made, and the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

Sth. That said report is erroneous, in being In direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and deeree of this honorable 
court, filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the fol- 
lowing portions thereof, to wit: 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might, by the remotest possibility, have been re- 
ceived by the possessor,” * * but to “the income, revenues, 
profits, and value for use or occupation which the evidence estab- 
lishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 
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And again: “ The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 


ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property 


which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which 
are to be adjudged to her. It is a question of proof, as in the case 
in the Sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1875, was made with special reference to the 
taking of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testi- 
mony Was taken, as above stated in Exception No. 3, all of which, 
as well as the said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded 
by said master, who has returned without change the report pre- 
viously made by him herein, as aforesaid. 

6th. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales 
of 1836 and 1857 asa basis of valuation upon which to estimate 
the rents, revenues, ete.; whereas the opinions and orders of this 
court rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, 


protect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of 


estimation. 
_ ra . . . . ° 
ith. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price 
whatever as a: basis of estimating the rents, etc.; the opinions, 
orders, and deerees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the 
contrary, specially discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or 


method of estimation, required the compl: (inant to establish by proof 


what rents, revenues, or value for use she herself could have derived 
from said property if she had been left in the undisturbed possession 
thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That if any valuation whatever “ price of said property is to 
be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues or 
value for use (which ts not admitted, but denied and_ protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation 
In the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in 
view of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the 


comparative, if not utter, worthlessness of said property, when consid- 


ering its ability to yield rents, revenues, or value for use under any 
circumstances of possession or at any time since the date of posses- 
sion by this defendant. 

Wherefore 1 responde nt prays that these exce eptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 

(Signed) J. McCONNELL, 
H. k. UPTON, 
Solicitors for Defendant. 
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6001 Exceptions of N. Rillicux to Report of EF. Sabourin, Master, Filed 
June 17, S78. Filed July 11, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES | 
VS. . No. 36635. 
P. H. Mousseacx et als. | 


~ 
+ 
| N. Rillieux, one of the defendants in the above cause, now comes 
and excepts to the report herein filed by E. Sabourin, master, on the 
l7th day of June, 1878, as being erroneous and contrary to law and 
: equity, and not in accordance with the deerees and orders of this 
honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following specific 
objections and exceptions thereto: 
Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objee- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, 
and tre am the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the 
— day of , 1878, part hereof as if copied herein verbatim. 
2d. Further excepts that by the opinion and decree herein ren- 
, dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court the whole matter was 
recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find ae- 
, cording to said opinion and deerce, and that said master has utterly 
> failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repugnant 
thereto. 
| 3d. That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master filed herein on the llth day of January, 1875, came up for 
hearing on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report was 
not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants to take 
further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large num- 
ber of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, establish- 
ing conclusively that the said properts did not produce and could 
not have produced rents or revenues by prudent administration 


neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it had been 
‘ in the possession of others, and that said master totally disregarded 
4 said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports, without 
: alteration. 
+ 4th. That said report is erroneous, for the reasons and in the par- 
| ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day of June, 
« 1878, and attached by him to his said report filed by him herein on - 
i the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made, and 


the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

5th. That said report is erroneous, in being in direet repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable court, 
filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the following 
portions thercof, to wit: 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might, by the remotest possibility, have been received 
by the possessor,” * * but to “the income, revenues, profits, and 
value for use or occupation which the evidence establishes she, as 

| owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 
Oe: 


seaietiliieeaee ee 


And again: “The proof must establish that it she (tne comprar 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property which 
she has now recovered, by ordinary ood lhahagement she would 
have caused the property to produce the incomes which are to be 
adjudged to her. It is a question of proof, as in the case in the Sixth 
of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1878, was made with special reference to the taking 
of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testimony 
was taken, as above stated in Exception No. 5, all of which, as well 
as the said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded by said 
master, who has returned without change the report previously 
made by him herein, as aforesaid, 

Gth. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales of 
ISS6 and 1857 as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate the 
rents, revenues, ete., whereas the opinions and orders of this court 
rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, pro- 
tect the defendant from sueh illegal proceedings or mode of estima- 
tion. 

7th. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price what- 
ever as a basis of estimating the rents, ete.: the opinions, orders, and 
decrees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the contrary, 
specially discountenaneing such unfair and illegal basis or method 
of estimation, required the complainant to establish by proof what 
rents, revenues, or value for use she, herself, could have derived from 
sald property if she had been left in the undisturbed possession 
thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property is 
to be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues or 
value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown. by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation in 
the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in view 
of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the com- 
parative, if not utter, worthlessness of said property, when consider- 
ing its ability to vield rents, revenues, or value for use under any 
circumstances of possession, or at any time since the date of POsses- 


sion by this defendant. 
Wherefore respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 
(Signed) J. McCONNELL, 
“ IH. BE. UPTON, 
Solicitors for Defendant. 
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Lrceptions of A. Poussean. ker'r of PP Powusse (tii. fa) Lieport uf} IL. Madoouriin, 


Master. Filed June l7, USTs. Filed July 11, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court. District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. -No. 3663. 
¥ P. H. Movussravx et als. J 


A. Rousseau, ex’r of R. Rousseau, one of the defendants in the above 
cause, now comes and excepts to the report herein filed by E. 
Sabourin, master, on the 17th day of June, 1875, as being erroneous 
and contrary to law and equity, and not in accordance with the de- 
crees and orders of this honorable court herein rendered, and assigns 
the following specific objections and exceptions thereto: 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objee- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1875, and 
makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — day 
of , 1878, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts that ‘by the opinion and decree herein ren- 
dered May- 12th, 1877, by this honorable court the whole matter was 
recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find ae- 
cording to said opinion and decree, and that said master has utterly 
fuiled so to do, the report of said master being utterly repugnant 
thereto. 

od. That on the 29th day of May, 1S7S, when said report of said 
master filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, came up for 
hearing on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report was 
not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants to take 
further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large num- 
ber of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, establish- 
ing conclusively that the said property did not produce, and could 
not have produced, rents or revenues, by prudent administration, 
neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it had been 
in the possession of others, and that said master totally disregarded 
said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports, without 
alteration. | 

4th. That said report is erroneous, for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day of June, 
1875, and attached by him to his said report filed by him herein on 
the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

Sth. That said report is erroneous in being in direct repugnance . 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable court, 
filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the following 
portions thereof, to wit: 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might, by the remotest possibility, have been received 
by the possessor,” * * but to “the income, revenues, profits, and 
value for use or occupation which the evidenee establishes she, as 
owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 

aa 
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And again: “The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 
tou be adjudged to her. It is a question of proof, as in the case in the 
Sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on tlre 


29th day of May, 1878, was made with special reference to the tak- 


ing of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testimony 
was taken, as above stated in Exception No. 5, all of which, as well 
as the said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded by said 
master, who has returned without change the report previously 
made by him herein, as aforesaid. 

6th. That the re port of said master and opinions filed therewith 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales 
of 1836 and 1837 as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate 
the rents, revenues, ete.: Whereas the opinions and orders of this 
court, rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, 
protect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of esti- 
mation. 

ith. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price 
whatever as a basis of estimating the rents, ete.; the opinions, orders, 
and decrees of this honorable court, rendered herein, on the con- 


trary, specially discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or 


method of estimation, required the complainant to establish by 
proof what rents, revenues, or value for use she herself could have 
derived from said property if she had been left in the undisturbed 
possession thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property is 
to be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues, or 
value for use (which is not admitted, but ‘denied and protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation 
In value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in view 
of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the com- 
parative, if not utter, worthlessness of said property, when consider- 
ing its ability to yield rents, revenues, or value for use, under any 
cireumst: inces Of possession, or at any time since the date of pesses- 
SOP hy this defendant. 

Wherefore respondent prays that these cnmupphiens be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 


(Signed) J. MCCONNELL, 
“ UH. BE. UPTON, 


Solicitors for Defendant. 
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HO02 Exceptions of Henry Spitzfade nto Report of i. Sabourin, Master 
Filed June 17, S78. Filed July 11, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, Distriet of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs , No. 3663. 


P. H. Movusseavx et als. | 


Henry Spitzfaden, one of the defendants in the above cause, now 
comes and excepts to the report herein filed by E. Sabourin, master, 
on the 17th day of June, IS7S, as being erroneous and contrary to 
law and equity, and not in accordance with the deerees and orders 
of this honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following 
specific objections and exceptions thereto : 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objec- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
same revort when filed herein on the llth day of January, 1878, 
und makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — 
day of , 1878, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts, that by the opinion and deeree herein ren- 
dered) May l2th, S77, by this honorable court, the whole matter 
Was recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find 
according to said opinion and deeree, and that said master has ut- 
terly failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repug- 
nant thereto. 

od. That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master, filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1S78, came up for 
hearing on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report 
Was not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants to 
take further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large 
humber of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, es- 
tablishing conclusively that the said) property did not produce, and 
could not have produced, rents or revenues by prudent administra- 
tion, neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it had 
heen in the possession of others, and that said master totally disre- 
garded said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports, 
without alteration. 

ith. That said report is erroneous for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the loth day of June, 
IS7S, and attached by him to his said report filed by him herein on 
the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

Sth. That said report is erroneous in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable 
court, filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the fol- 
lowing portions thereof, to wit: 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might, by the remotest possibility, have been re- 
ceived by the POSSessor,” ’ iy but to “the income, revenues, 
profits, and value for use or occupation which the evidence estab- 
lishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 
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And again: “The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property 
Which she has now recovered, by ordinary good’ management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 
to be adjudged to her. It is a question of proof, as in the case in 
the Sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1878, was made with special reference to the tak- 
ing of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testi- 
mony Was taken, as above stated in Exception No. 3, all of which, as 
well as the said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded by 
said master, who has returned, without change, te report pre- 
viously made by hint herein, as aforesaid. 

6th. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales of 
1856 and 1857 asa basis of valuation upon which to estimate the 
rents, revenues, ete.; whereas, the opinions and orders of this court 
rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, pro- 
tect the defendant from such legal proceedings or mode of estima- 
tion. 

7th. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price 
Whatever as a basis of estimating the rents, ete.; the opinions, orders, 
and deerees of this honorable court, rendered herein, on the con- 
trary, specially discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or 
method of estimation, required the complainant to establish by 
proof what rents, revenues, or value for use she herself could have 
derived from said property if she had been left in the undisturbed 
possession thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property is 
to be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues, 
or value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation 
in the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in 
view of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the 
comparative, ff not utter, worthlessness of said property when con- 
sidering its ability to yield rents, revenues, or value fer use, under 
any circumstances of possession, or at any time, since the date of 
POSSeSSION by this defendant. 

Wherefore respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 


(Signed) J. MCCONNELL, 
as H. E. UPTON, 


Solicitor for Defendant. 
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Lxvceptions of Iestate J. Saliba to Report of bk. Sabourin, Master, Filed 
June 17,1878. Filed July 11, IS@S. 


U.S. Cireuit Court. District of Loutsiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
Us -No. 5663. 


P. 1. Movsseaux et als. 5 


state J. Saliba, one of the defendants in the above cause, new 
comes and excepts to the report herein filed by E. Sabourin, master, 
on the 17th day of June, 1878, as being erroneous and contrary to 
law ani equity, “nicl hot iN accordance with the decrees sinned orders 
of this honorable court, herein rendered, and assigns the following 
specific objections ane exceptions thereto: 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in’ pleading, now reiterates the objec- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed herein on the I1th day of January, 1S7S, 
and makes the said objections and exeeptions filed herein on the — 
day of , 1878, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts, that by the opinion and decree herein ren- 
dered May 12th. S77, by this honorable court, the whole hatter 
Was recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with mstractions to find 
according to said opinion and decree, and that said) master has ut- 
terly failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repug- 
hant thereto. 

dd. That on the 29th day of May, LS7S, When said report of said 
master, tiled herein on the 11th day of January, 1S7S, came up for 
hearing on said exceptions tiled thereto as aforesaid, said report 
Was not contirmed, but nn order Wiis entered allowing defendants to 
take further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large 
number of witnesses examined and a mass of evidence taken, estab- 
lishing conclusively that the said property did) not produce, and 
could not have produced, rents or revenues by prudent administra- 
tion, neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it had 
been in the POSSesslon of others, and that said master totally disre- 
earded said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports, 
without alteration. 

4th. That said report is erroneous for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the loth day of June, 
IS78, and attached by him to his said report, filed by him herein on 
the 17th June. 1878, and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

5th. That said report is erroneous, in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable 
court, filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the fol- 
lowing portions thereof, to wit: 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might, by the remotest possibility, have been re- 
celved by the possessor,” ‘ but to “the Imcome, revenues, 
profits, and value for use or occupation which the evidence estab- 
lishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 
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And again: “Phe proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property 
Which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 
to be adjudged to her. It is a question of proof, as in the ease in 
the Sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered: herein on the 
29th day of May, 1S78, was made with special reference to the tak- 
Ing of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testi- 
mony was taken, as above stated in Exception No. 5, all of which, 
as well as the said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded 
by said master, who has returned, without change, the report pre- 
viously made by him herein, as aforesaid. 

6th. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales of 
1856 and 1857 as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate the 
rents, revenues, ete.; whereas the opinions and orders of this court 
rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, pro- 
tect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of estima- 
tion. 

7th. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price 
whatever asa basis of estimating the rents, ete.; the opinions, or- 
ders, and decrees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the 
contrary, specially discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or 
method of estimation, required the complaimant to establish by proof 
what rents, revenues, or value for use she herself could have derived 
from said property if she had been left in the undisturbed possession 
thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property is to 
be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues or 
value for use (which is not admitted, but. denied and protested 
against), then the master should také the price as shown by the aet 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation in 
the value of said real estate at the date of said) purchase, and in 
view of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the 
comparative, 1f not utter, worthlessness of said property, when con- 
sidering its ability to yield rents, revenues, or yalue for use under 
any circumstances of possession, or at any time since the date of 
possession by this defendant. 

Wherefore respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. | 

(Signed) J. MCCONNELL, 
Hs H. bk. UPTON, 
Solicitors for Defendant. 


MR RAE PE NE ETE A RENE ORE i 


THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS Vs. MYRA CLARK GAINES. [S25 


6003 Exceptions of José Sabatis to Report of E. Sabourin, Master, Filed 
June 17, 1878. Filed July 11, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLarnk GAINES ) 
Us ~ No. 3665. 


P. H. MoussEaux el als. | 


José Sabatis, one of the defendants in the above cause, now comes 
and excepts to the report herein fiied by I. Sabourin, master, on 
the 17th day of June, 1878, as being erroneous and contrary to law 
and equity, and not in accordance with the decrees and orders of 
this honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following spe- 
cific objections and exceptions thereto: 

Ist. Defendant. for brevity in pleading, how retierates the objec- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed herein, on the 11th day of January, 1878, 
and makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the 
— day of , 1878, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts, that by the opinion and decree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court, the whole matter was 
recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find ae- 
cording to said opinion and decree, and that sid master heats utterly 
failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repugnant 
thereto. 

3d. That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master, filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1S7S, came up for 
hearing on said exceptions filed thereto, as aforesaid, said report was 
not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants to take 
further testimony, which order was complied with,and a large num- 
ber of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, establish- 
ing conclusively that the said property did not produce, and could 
not have produced, rents or revenues by prudent administration, 
neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it had been 
in the possession of others, and that said master totally disregarded 
said evidence and refiled the same objeetionable reports without 
alterations. 

4th. That said report is erroneous, for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day of June, 
1878, and attached by him to his said report filed by him herein on 
the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

5th. That said report is erroneous in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable court 
filed herein May 12, 1877, and more especially to the following por- 
tions thereof, to wit: 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might by the remotest possibility have been re- 
ceived by the possessor,” * * but to “the income, revenues, 
profits, and value for the use or occupation which the evidence es- 
tablishes she as owner would have received or derived,” ete. 
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And again: “ The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 
to be adjudged to her. It is a question of proof, as in the case in 
the Sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Z:icharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1878, was made with special reference to the tak- 
ing of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testimony 
Was taken, as above stated in Exception No. 3, all of which, as well 
as the said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded by said 
master, who has returned without change the report previously 
made by him herein, as aforesaid. 

6th. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 


erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales of 


1836 and 1837 as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate the 
rents, revenues, etc.; whereas the opinions and orders of this court 
rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, pro- 
tect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of estima- 
tion. 

ith. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price 
Whatever as a basis of estimating the rents, ete.; the opinions, or- 
ders, and decrees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the 
contrary, specially discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or 
method of estimation, required the complainant to establish by 
proof what rents, revenues, or value for use she herself could have 
derived from said property if she had been left in the undisturbed 
possession thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That if any valuation whatver in price of said property Is to 
be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues or 
value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and_ protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation in 
the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in 
view of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the 
comparative, 1f not utter, worthlessness of said property, when con- 
sidering its ability to yield rents, revenues, or value for use under 
any circumstances of possession, or at any time since the date of 
possession by this defendant. | 

Wherefore respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 


(Signed) J. McCONNELL, 
i H. E. UPTON, 


Solicitors of Defendant. 
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Exceptions of Jean Sauvage to Report of B. Sabourin, Master, Filed June 
17, 1878. Filed July 11, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Loutsiana. 


Myra CLArk GAINES ) 
Us No. 5665. 


P. H. Movsseaun et als. j 


Jean Sauvage, one of the defendants in the above cause, now 
comes and excepts to the report herein filed by E. Sabourin, master, 
on the 17th day of June, 1878, as being erroneous and contrary to 
law and equity, and not in accordance with the decrees and orders 
of this honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following 
specific objections and exceptions thereto: 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objee- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, 
and makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — 
day of . 1S73, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts, that by the opinion and decree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court, the whole matter 
was recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find 
according to said opinion and decree, and that said master has ut- 
terly failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repug- 
nant thereto. 

od. That on the 2%th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master, filed herein on the Lith day of January, 1878, came up for 
hearing on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report 
was not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants to 
take further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large 
number of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, es- 
tablishing conclusively that the said property did not produce, and 
could not have produced, rents or revenues by prudent administra- 
tion, neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it had 
been in the possession of others, and that said master totally disre- 
garded said evidence, and refiled the same objectionable reports, 
without alteration. 

4th. That said report is erroneous for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day of June, 
1875, and attached by him to his said report filed by him herein on 
the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

oth. ‘That said report is erroneous in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable 
court, filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the follow- 
ing portions thereof, to wit: 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might by the remotest possibility have been re- 
celved by the possessor, ” * * but to “the income, revenues, 
profits, and value for use or occupation which the evidence estab- 
lishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 
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And again: “The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 
to be adjudged to her. It 1s a question of proof, as in the case In 
the Sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1875, was made with special reference to the taking 
of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testimony 
was taken, as above stated in Exception No. 3, all of which, as well 


as the said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded by said 


master, who has returned, without change, the report previously 
made by him herein, as aforesaid. 

6th. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales of 
1836 and 1837 asa basis of valuation upon which to estimate the 
rents, revenues, ete.; whereas the opinions and orders of this court 
rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, protect 


the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of estimation. 


ith. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price what- 
ever as a basis of estimating the rents, ete.; the opinions, orders, and 
deerees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the contrary, 
specially discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or method 
of estimation, required the complainant to establish by proof what 
rents, revenues, or value for use she herself could have derived from 
suid property if she had been left in undisturbed possession thereof, 
as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property Is 
to be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues, or 
value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation 
In the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in 


view of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the 


comparative, 1f not utter, worthlessness of — property, when con- 
sidering its ability to vield rents, revenues, or value for use under 
any elrcumst: Lin es of possession, or al any oa since the date of pos- 
session by this defendant. 

Wherefore respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 

(Signed) J. McCONNELL, 
. H. Ek. UPTON, 
Solicitors for Defendant. 
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G004,°5 Exceptions of Wid. J. C. de St. Romes to Report of Eb. Sabou- 
rin, Master, Filed June 17,1878. Filed July 11, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court. District of Loutstana. 


Myra CLAnk GAINES 
Us, -No. 3665. 
P. H. Movusstaux et als. J 

Widow J. C. de St. Romes, one of the defendants in the above cause, 
how comes and excepts to the report herein filed by E. Sabourin, 
master, on the 17th day of June, 1878, as being erroneous and con- 
trary to law and equity, and not in accordance with the decrees and 
orders of this honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the fol- 
lowing specific objections and exceptions thereto: 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objee- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed herein, on the 11th day of January, 1878, 
and makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — 
day of , I878, part hereof, as if coped herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts, that by the opinion and decree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court, the whole matter 
Was recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find 
according to said opinion and deeree,and that said master has utterly 
fuiled so to do, the report of said master being utterly repugnant 
thereto. , 

od. That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master, filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, came up for 
hearing on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report 
was not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants to 
take further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large 
number of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, es- 
tablishing conclusively that the said property did not produce, and 
could not have produced, rents or revenues by prudent administra- 
tion, neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it had 
been in the possession of others, and that said master totally disre- 
garded said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports, 
without alteration. 

4th. That said report is crroneous for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day of June, 
IS7S, and attached by him to his said report filed by him herein on 
the 17th June, IS7S, and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

Oth. That said report is erroneous in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable court, 
filed herein May 12th, 1577, and more especially to the following 
portions thereof, to wit: 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might, by the remotest possibility, have been re- 
ceived by the possessor,” * * but to “the income, revenues, 
profits and value for use or occupation which the evidence establishes 
she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 
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And egain: “The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property 
which’she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 


to be adjudged toher. Itisa question of proof, asin the case in 


the Sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1878, was made with special reference to the taking 
of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testimony 
was taken, as above stated in Exception No. 3, all of which, as well 
as the said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded by said 
master, Who has returned, without change, the report previously 
made by him herein, as aforesaid. ' 

Gth. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales 
of 1836 and 1857 as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate 
the rents, revenues, ete; whereas, the opinions and orders of this 
court rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, 
protect’ the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of esti- 
mation. 

7th. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price what- 
ever as a basis of estimating the rents, ete.; the opinions, orders, and 
decrees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the contrary, spe- 
clally discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or method of 
estimation, required the complainant to establish by proof what 
rents, revenues, or value for use she herself could have derived 
from said property if she had been left in the undisturbed possession 
thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property is 
to be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues, or 
value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation 
in the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in 
view of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the 
comparative, if not utter, worthlessness of said property, when. con- 
sidering its ability to yield) rents, revenues, or value for use under 
any circumstances of possession, or at any time, since the date of 
possession by this defendant. 

Wherefore, respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 


(Signed) J. MCCONNELL, 
“ If. Kk. UPTON, 


Solicitors for Defendant. 
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Exceptions of Mrs. BE. Vance to Report of BE. Sabourin, Master, Filed 
June 17, S78. Filed July 11, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs -No. 35665. 


P. H. Movsseaux et als. | 


Mrs. FE. Vance, one of the defendants in the above cause, now 
comes and excepts to the report herein filed by E. Sabourin, master, 
on the 17th day of June, 1875, as being crroneous and contrary to 
law and equity, and not in accordance with the decrees and orders 
of this honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following 
specific objections and exceptions thereto: 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objee- 
tions and exeeptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed herein, on the 1I1th day of January, 1878, 
and makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — 
day of ——, 1878, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts, that by the opinion and decree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court, the whole matter 
Was recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find 
according to said opinion and deeree, and that said master has utterly 
failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repugnant 
thereto. 

dd. That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master, filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, came up for 
hearing on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report 
was not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants to 
take further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large 
number of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, es- 
tublishing conclusively that the said property did not produce, and 
could not have produced, rents or revenues by prudent administra- 
tion, neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it had 
been in the possession of others, and that said master totally disre- 
garded said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports, 
without alteration. 

Ith. That said report is erroncous for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day of June, 
IS78, and attached by him to his said report filed by him herein on 
the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

Sth. That said report is erroneous in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and deeree of this honorable court 
filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the following 
portions thereof, to wit: ; 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might by the remotest possibility have been re- 
ceived by the possessor,” * * but to “the income, revenues, 
profits and value for use or occupation which the evidence establishes 
she, as owner, would hhave received or derived,” ete. 
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And again: “The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 
to be adjudged to her. It isa question of proof, as in the case in 
the Sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1878, was made with special reference to the taking 
of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testimony 
was taken, as above stated in Exception No. 3, all of which, as well 
as the said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded by said | 
master, Who has returned, without change, the report previously 
made by him herein, as aforesaid. 

6th. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales of 
1836 and 1887 as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate the 
rents, revenues, ete; whereas, the opinions and orders of this court 
rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, protect 
the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of estimation. 

7th. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price what- 
ever as a basis of estimating the rents, ete.; the opinions, orders, and 
decrees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the contrary, spe- 
clally discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or method of 
estimation, required the complainant to establish by proof.what 
rents, revenues, or value for use she herself could have derived 
from said property if she had been left in the undisturbed possession 
thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property Is 
to be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues, 
or value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation 
In the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in 
view of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the 
comparative, if not utter, worthlessness of said property, when con- 
sidering its ability to yield rents, revenues or.value for use, under 
any circumstances of possession, or at any time, since the date of 
possession by this defendant. 

Wherefore, respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 

(Signed) J. MCCONNELL, 
e H. Ek. UPTON, 
Solicitors for Defendaut. 
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6006 Entry at Rules. 
Extract from Chancery Order Book, July 11th, 1878. 


Myra CLARK GAINES | 
vs. No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. 


The following-named defendants, viz., P. Avril, Philip Aveeno, 
Jr. 5. E. Brunett, Jules Bermudez, Est. EK. Barnett, Geo. Bischoff, J. 
Bazac, Louis Barnett, P. Bordes, Estate of J. Bazaec, Jules Cassard, 
Mrs. 8. Delord, Jean Despaux, Estate of J. Dupas, Jos. Despaux, J. 
V. Gourdain and Wife, Marie P. Gravier, Aimee Gautier, Auguste 
Gautier, FF. M. Jacobs, Jules Lapene, Il. Larquié, Jules Lavergne, F. 
G. Levasseur, M. Meilleur, C. Morel, Mrs. S. Morel and IHusband, 
Louis Mestier, Mrs. 8. Magner, Heirsof D. B. Macarty, Pierre Meinne- 
ville, J. Neuhauser, D. Oechsner, Heirs of O’Dougherty, Heirs of 
Pesquier, Raymond Rousselot, Albin Rochereau, Geo. O. Reinecke, 
N. Rillieux, A. Rousseaux, Ex’r of R. Rousseaux; Henry Spitzfaden, 
Estate of J. Saliba, Jose Sabatis, Jean Sauvage, Widow J. C. de St. 
Romes, have this day, by their solicitors, Jas. McConnell and FI. E. 
Upton, filed their separate exceptions to report of E. Sabourin, 
master, filed June 17th, 1878. 


Entry at Lules. 


Extract from Chancery Order Book, July 13th, 1S7S. 
« ? a , 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 3663. 
P. H. Moensseaux et als. 


The defendants, Octave Morel and J. L. Gubernator, have this 
day, by their solicitors, James McConnell and KE. W. Iluntington, 
filed their separated exceptions to the report of Ei. Sabourin, master, 
filed June 17th, 1878S. 


Entry at Rules. 
Extract from Chancery Order Book, July 15th, 1878. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. - No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux ef ale. | 
The defendant, C. Morel, has this day, by his solicitor, Ernest 


Morel, filed his exceptions to the report of I. Sabourin, Esq., mas- 
ter, filed June 17th, 1878S. 
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6007 Exceptions of Octave Morel to Report of LF. Sabourin, Master, 
hiled June 17, ASTS. Filed July 13, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
rs. . No. 3663. 
P. H. Mousseaux et als. J 


Octave Morel, one of the defendants in the above cause, now comes 
and excepts to the report herein filed by E. Sabourin, master, on the 
17th day of June, IS7S, as being erroneous and contrary to law and 
equity, and not in accordance with the decrees and orders of this 
honorable court herein rendered, and assigns the following specific 
objections and exceptions thereto : 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objec- 
tions and exceptions heretofore nade in writing and printed to the 
same report When filed herein, on the 11th day of January, 1578, 
and makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the 
— day of ,1SaS, pearl hereof, as If copied here verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts that by the opinion and deeree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court the whole matter 
Was recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find 
according to said opinion and decree, and that said master has utterly 
fuiled so to do, the report of said muster being utterly repugnant 


thereto. 
3d. That on the 24th dav of Mav. 1S78S. when said report of said 
master, filed herein on the llth day’of January, 1875, came up for 


hearing, on sald exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report 
was not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants to 
take further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large 
number of witnesses examined and amass of testimony taken, es- 
tablishing conclusively that the said property did not produce and 
could not have prodaced rents or revenues by prudent administra- 
tion, neither while in th: poss <sjon of this defendant. nor if it had 
been in the possession of others, ane that said master totally disre- 
garded said evidence and retiled the same objectionable reports 
without alteration. 

4th. That said report is erroicous, for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day of June, 
1875, and attached by lim to his said report filed by him herein on 
the 17th of June, 1575, and to which objections reference is made, 
and the same ase now reiterated as part hereof. 

Sth. That said report is erroneous, in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable court, 
filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the following 

vortions thereof, to wit: 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to the recovery for the 
revenues which might, by the remotest possibility, have been received 
by the possessor,” * * but to “the income, revenues, profits, 
and value for use or occupation which the evidence establishes she, 
as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 

And again: “The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
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ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she would 
have caused the property to produce the incomes which are to be 
adjudged to her. It is a question of proof, as in the case in the Sixth 
of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1S7S, was made with special reference to the taking 
of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testimony 
was taken, as above stated in Exception No. 3, all of which, as well 
as the said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded by said 
master, who has returned, without change, the report previously 
made by him herein, as aforesaid. 

6th. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sales 
of 1836 and 1837 as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate the 
rents, revenues, ete.; whereas the opinions and orders of this court 
rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, protect 
the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of estimation. 

7th. That said master erred in taking any valuation or price whiat- 
ever as a basis of estimating the rents, efe.; the opinions, orders, and 
decrees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the contrary, 
specially discountenaneing such unfair and illegal basis or me thod 
of estimation, required the complainant to este ablish by proof what 
rents, revenues, or value for use she herself could have derived from 
said property if she had been left in the undisturbed possession 
thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property is 
to be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues or 
value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and protested 
against), then the master should take the price as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation 
in the value of said real estate at the date of said purchase, and in 
view of the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the 
comparative, if not utter, worthlessness of said property, when con- 
sidering its ability to yield rents, revenues, or value for use, under 
any circumstances of possession, or at any time, since the date of 
possession by this defendant. 

Defendant excepts to his report and that of his wife, S. Morel, con- 
nected. He nor his wife cannot be made to pay revenues, if any, for 
property which they didn't possess at the time said revenues are 
charged. On the 22d June, 1853, defendant acquired said lots from 
J. L. Sollée, according to act before A. Ducatel, notary, and on the 
6th September, 1562, the said defendant gaye In payment to his wife 
said lots, according to act before P.S. Beron, notary, on the 6th Sep- 
tember, 1862 

Wherefore respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 


(Signed) H. FE. UPTON, 
z JAMES McCONNELL, 
‘ b. W. HUNTINGTON, 


Solicitors for Defe ndant. 
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Exceptions of J. L. Gubernator to Report of E. Sabourin, Master, Filed 
June 17, 1878. Filed July 15, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
VS. -No. 36635. 
P. TH. Mousseaux et als. 


J. L. Gubernator, one of the defendants in the above cause, now 
comes and excepts to the report herein filed by E/ Sabourin, master, 
on the 17th day of June, 1878, as being crroneous and contrary to 
law and equity, and not in accordaace with the deerees and orders 
of this honorable court herein rendered, and assigus the following 
specific objections and exceptions thereto: 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objee- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, and 
makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — day 
of , 1578, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts that by the opinion and decree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court the whole matter 
was recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find 
according to said opinion and decree, and that said master has utterly 
failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repugnant 
thereto. 

od. That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master, filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1878, came up for 
hearing on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report was 
not confirmed, bat an order was entered allowing defendants to 
take further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large 
number of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, estab- 
lishing conclusively that the said property did not produce,-and 
could not have produced, rents or revenues by prudent administra- 
tion, neither while in the possession of this defendant nor if it had 
been in the possession of others, and that said master totally disre- 
garded said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports 
without alteration. ; 

4th. That said report is erroneous, for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day of June, 
1S75, and attached by him to his said report filed by him herein on 
the 17th June, 1875, and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

oth. That said report is crroncous, in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and decree of this honorable court, 
filed herein May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the following 
portions thereof, to wit: ; 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues which might, by the remotest possibility, have been received 
by the possessor,” * * but to “the income, revenues, profits, 
and value for use or occupation which the evidence establishes she, 
as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 
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And again: “The proof must establish that -f she (the complain- 
ant) had been left ne , in the possession of this property 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the incomes which are 
to be : adjudged toher. Itisa question of proof, as in the case in the 
Sixth of Robinson (Winter vs. Zacharie) it was held to be.” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1878, was made with special reference to the taking 
of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testimony 
was taken, as above stated in Exception No. 3, all of which, as well 
as the said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded by said 
master, who has returned, without change, the report previously 
made by him herein as aforesaid. 

Gth. That the report of sald mits ste r, and opinions filed therewith, 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fictitious or reported sles 
of 1836 and 1837 as a basis of v: er ation upon which to estimate 
the rents, revenues, &e.; whereas the opinions and orders of this 
court rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, 
protect the defendant from such illegal Precenermnge or mode of esti- 
miation. 

7th. That said master erred-in taking any valu: ation or price what- 
ever as a basis of estimating the rents, ete.; the opinions, orders, and 
decrees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the contrary, 
specially discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or method 
of estimation, required the complainant to establish by proof what 
rents, revenues, or value for use she herself could have derived from 
said property if she had been left in the undisturbed possession 
thereof, as hereinbefore stated. | 

Sth. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property is 
to be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues or 
value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and protested against), 
then the master should take the price as shown by the act of pur- 
chase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of sueh vialua- 
tion at least three-fourths, because of the actual depreciation in’ the 
value of said real estate at the date of said purehase, and in view of 
the fact, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the compar- 
ative, if not utter, worthlessness of said property, when considering 
its ability to vield rents, revenues, or value for use, under any cir- 
cumstances of possession, or at any time since the date of possession 
by this defendant. 

Wherefore respondent prays th at these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 


(Signed) Hn... UPTON, 
e JAMES McCONNEL, 
“ kK. W. TUNTINGTON, 


Solicitors for Defendant. 
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6008S Keceptions of C. Morel to Report of I}. Sabourin, Master, Filed June 
17, 1878. Filed July 15, 1878. 


U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ! 
VS. ~No. 3663. 
P. H. Mousseavux et als. | 


(. Morel, one of the defendants in the above cause, now comes 
and excepts to the report herein filed by E. Sabourin, master, on the 
17th day of June, 1878, as being erroneous and contrary to law and 
equity, and not in accordance with the decrees and orders of this 
honorable court herein: rendered, and assigns the following specific 
objections and exceptions thereto: 

Ist. Defendant, for brevity in pleading, now reiterates the objec- 
tions and exceptions heretofore made in writing and printed to the 
same report when filed herein on the Lith day of January, 1878, and 
makes the said objections and exceptions filed herein on the — day 
of —~—, 1878, part hereof, as if copied herein verbatim. 

2d. Further excepts that by the opinion and decree herein ren- 
dered May 12th, 1877, by this honorable court the whole matter was 
recommitted to said master, Sabourin, with instructions to find ae- 
cording to said opinion and decree, and that said master has utterly 
failed so to do, the report of said master being utterly repugnant 
thereto. 

od, That on the 29th day of May, 1878, when said report of said 
master filed herein on the 11th day of January, 1575, came up for 
hearing on said exceptions filed thereto as aforesaid, said report was 
not confirmed, but an order was entered allowing defendants to take’ 
further testimony, which order was complied with, and a large num- 
ber of witnesses examined and a mass of testimony taken, establish- 
ing conclusively that the said property did not produce, and could 
not have produced, rents or revenues by prudent administration, 
neither while in the possession of this defendant, nor if it had been 
in the possession of others, and that said master totally disregarded 
said evidence and refiled the same objectionable reports without al- 
teration. 

4th. That said report is erroneous, for the reasons and in the par- 
ticulars submitted to the master in writing on the 15th day of June, 
1875, and attached by him to his said report filed by him herein on 
the 17th June, 1878, and to which objections reference is made, and 
the same are now reiterated as part hereof. 

oth. That said report is erroneous, in being in direct repugnance 
to and in violation of the opinion and deeree of this honorable court, 
filed here-n May 12th, 1877, and more especially to the following 
portions thereof, to wit: : 

“That she (the complainant) is not entitled to a recovery for the 
revenues Which might, by the remotest possibility, have been re- 
ceived by the possessor,” * but to “the ircomes, revenues, 
profits, and value for use or occupation which the evidence estab- 
lishes she, as owner, would have received or derived,” ete. 
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And again: “The proof must establish that if she (the complain- 
ant) had been left undisturbed in the possession of this property 
which she has now recovered, by ordinary good management she 
would have caused the property to produce the Incomes which are 
to be adjudged to her. It is a question of proof, as in the case in 
the Sixth of Robinson (Winter Us, ZAacharie) it Wiis held Lo be” 

That the order of this honorable court, rendered herein on the 
29th day of May, 1S7S8, was made with special reference to the taking 
of testimony on this subject, and that under said order testimony 
was taken, as above stated in Exception No. 5, all of which, as well 
as the said opinion and decree of the court, was disregarded by the 
said master, who has retarned, without change, the report previously 
made by him herein, as aforesaid. 

Gth. That the report of said master and opinions filed therewith 
erred in taking seventy per cent. of the fietitious or reported sales 
of 1836 and 1837 as a basis of valuation upon which to estimate 
the rents, revenues, ete.; whereas the opinions and orders of this 
court rendered herein, as well as the laws of the State of Louisiana, 
protect the defendant from such illegal proceedings or mode of esti- 
mation. 

7th. Thatsaid master erred in taking any valuation or price what- 
ever asa basis of estimating the rents, ete.; the opinions, orders, 
and decrees of this honorable court rendered herein, on the contrary, 
specially discountenancing such unfair and illegal basis or method 
of estimation, required the complainant to establish by proof what 
rents, revenues, or value for use she, herself, could have derived from 
said property if she had been left in the undisturbed possession 
thereof, as hereinbefore stated. 

Sth. That if any valuation whatever in price of said property Is 
to be taken as a basis upon which to estimate rents and revenues or 
value for use (which is not admitted, but denied and protested 
against), then the master should take the price, as shown by the act 
of purchase of the defendant, and then reduce the amount of such 
valuation at least three-fourths. because of the actual depreciation In 
the value of said real estate at the date of said purchasesnd in view 
of the faet, overwhelmingly established by the evidence, of the com- 
parative, if not utter, worthlessness of said property, when consid- 
ering its ability to yield rents, revenues, or value for use under any 
circumstances of possession, or at any time since the date of posses- 
slon by this defendant. 

Wherefore respondent prays that these exceptions be maintained 
and the master’s report be rejected. 

(Signed) ERNEST MOREL, 
Solicitors for Dejendant. 
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6009 Report of Master J. Ward Gurley as to Mrs. BP. Kenner and “3” 
Documents. Filed July 17th, 1878. 


Circuit Court of the United States for the 5th District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. ~-No. 3668. 
P. H. Monsseavx et als. J 


Report of Special Master. 
To the honorable the judges of said court: 


Under and by virtue of the order entered herein on the 20th 
June, 1S78, as per attached certified copy, the testimony of Jacob 
Kirsch, C. D. Lecomte, and Charles Hodges, which is herewith re- 
turned into court, was taken before the undersigned special master 
to ascertain the probable net revenues of the property claimed by 
Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines from Mrs. Eliza Davis, widow of Minor 
Kenner and tutrix of her minor-clildren, for two years. 

The two first-named witnesses, Jacob Kirsch and C. D. Lecomte, 
were produced on behalf of said defendant, and the last-named wit- 
ness, Chas. Hodges, was produced by complainant, as will appear, 
together with all other and necessary particulars, from the minutes 
of proceedings had before the master and attached to said testi- 
mony. Defendant witnesses both estimate the probable net rey- 
enues of the property claimed for the ne xt few years at five hun- 
dred dollars (* VO) per annum, 

Complainant’s witness estimates the revenues at about fifteen 
hundred dollars ($1,500) per annum, but afterwards says that he 
does not know whether he could eet tenants to oecupy the place 
without furnishing implements. 

Upon this evidence the master concludes that “the probable net 
revenues of the property claimed for two years” will not exceed the 
sum of fifteen hundred dollars ($1,500), and he reports this sum as 
being, in his opinion, a fair estimate of the net revenues in question 
for a period of the next two years. 

Very respectfully submitted. 

(Signed) J. WARD GURLEY, Jr., 
Special Master. 
New Orleans, La., July 16th, 1878. 


6010 Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 


Cireuit Court of the United States, Fifth Circuit and District of 
Louisiana. 


Myra CLharnk GAINES 
“Ws. . No. DOO. 
P. Hk. Monssreaux et als. | 


On motion of J. D. Rouse, solicitor for the defendant, Mrs. Eliza 
Davis, widow of Minor Kenner, deceased, administratrix of the 
estate of Minor Kenner and tutrix of her minor children, it is or- 
dered that said defendant be, and is hereby, allowed an appeal from 
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the final decree rendered in this cause against her the tenth day of 
June, 1878, to the Supreme Court of the United States, returnable 
at the next term thereof, on the first day of said term, upon the said 
defendant giving bond for costs, with good and sufficient surety, in 
the sum of five hundred dollars, or if, in lieu of such bond for costs, 
the said defendant shall give bond, with solvent surety, within the 
time and conditioned as prescribed by law in a sum equal to the 
probable net revenues of the property claimed for two years, which 
shall be ascertained by the master, J. Ward Gurley, Jr., said appeal 
shall operate as a supersedeas, and it is further ordered that this 
motion and order be entered of record in this cause. 
Document No.1. Testimony on Behalf of Mrs. Kenner. 
J. Warp Gurcey, Jr., No. 47 Camp street. 
New Orveans, July 11th, 1878. 

Wm. R. Mills, Esq., attorney-at-law, city. 

My Dear Str: In the matter of Gaines vs. Kenner, No. 3665, U. 
S.C. court, Mr. Rouse has assigned 11 a. m. to-morrow, July 12th, 
for the purpose of taking testimony before me on the matter re- 
ferred. You are requested to be present. 

Very truly, 
(Signed) J. WARD GURLEY, Jr., 
Special Master. 

Served a true copy of above notice upon Wm. Reed Mills Esq., in 

person, on the 11th July, 1878. 


(Signed) WM. GURLEY. 
Sworn to and subseribed before me. 
(Signed) J. WARD GURLEY, Jr, 


Special Master. 


In the Cireuit Court of the United States for the 5th Cireuit and 
. District of Louisiana. 


6011 Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseavux ef als. 


At New Orleans, Louisiana, July 12th, 1878, before Special Master 
J. Ward Gurley, Jr., at his office, 47 Camp street, by virtue of an 
order of court entered herein June 20th, 1878, and pursuant to an- 
nexed notice— 

Appeared: J. D. Rouse, Esq., solicitor for defendant, Mrs. Eliza 
Davis, widow of Minor Kenner, and trutrix of her minor children. 


District oF LouIsIANA, ss: 


Personally appeared Jacob Kirsch and C. D. Lecomte, of Kenner, 
parish of Jefferson, State of Louisiana, witnesses on behalf of said 
defendant, who being each first duly sworn to tell the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth in answer to each several 
question and cross-question which might be propounded to them, 
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and each of them, relative to the matters and things under exami- 
nation, did depose, and upon their oaths say, as fellows upon the 
next four pages. | 
Attest : 
(Signed) J. WARD GURLEY, Jr., 
Special Master. 


JACOB KIRSCH, sworn, says: 

‘Po Mr. Rouse: I live in Kenner, Jefferson parish, and have lived. 
there about 15 years. 

lam familiar with the property of Mrs. Eliza Kenner, at that 
place. It was formerly two plantations under the names of “ Belle 
Grove” and “ Pasteur.” [ have heard litely that one of those plan- 
tutions is claimed by Mrs. Gaines; Belle Grove, they say, is claimed 
by her. 

It has been overflowed on the back part for the three years last 
past. It has been overflowed by Bonnet Carree crevasse, and it Is 
still overflowed. 

There are a few negro quarters upon the place but no residence 
and no barn. 

After paying all taxes and costs the place would net probably five 
hundred dollars per annum in its present condition. 

(Signed) JACOB KIRSCH. 


Sworn to and subseribed before me, July 12, 7S. 

(Signed) J. WARD GURLEY, 
Spl Master. 
6012 C. D. Lecomrr, sworn, says: 

To Mr. Rouse: I live in Kenner, Jefferson parish, and have lived 
there seven and half years. 

lam acquainted with the property there belonging to Mrs. Ken- 
ner; I know that portion of it which is called “ Belle Grove,” is now 
claimed by Mrs. Gaines. ‘There are some old negro quarters upon 
the place and they are almost rotten. Belle Grove has been over- 
flowed for the last three or four years by Bonnet Carree crevasse, 
and it is still overflowed. 

The overflow has filled up the ditches and seriously enjured the 
place, excepting a few acres near the river. 

[ think about five hundred dollars per annum rent might be ob- 
tained overand above taxes for that place for the next few years. 

[ think there has been a few small shanties put up on the place 
within the last few vears, but they are of little or no value. 

I have been a planter myself, and therefore know the rented value 
of places. 

Bell Grove is within the corporate limits of the city of Kenner, 
although outside of the improved portions, and it is therefore sub- 
ject to a city tax as well as to a parish and State tax. 

By SpectaL Master, in the absence of Mr. Mills, witness says: 


sé » 


The Oakland plantation, which lies just above “ Bell Grove,’ 
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there being a strip of a few arpents between the two, rents for six 
hundred dollars per annum, so the man who rents it told me. 

The difference between the Oakland and Bell Grove I cannot 
exactly tell, but Oakland “is 16 acres” front on the river, running 
back into the swamp; I don’t know how far. There is a residence 
on Oakland plantation, and there is an old sugar-house on the place, 

and quarters. 


6015 There-is more land fit for cultivation on Oakland Oakland 
than on Bell Grove, notwithstanding the overflow. 
(Signed) C.D. LECOMTE. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me, July 12th, 1878. 
(Signed) J. WARD GURLEY, Jr., 
Special Master. 
Adjourned. J. W. G., Spl Master. 


Document “12 Filed July V7th, 1878. 
J. Warp Gurvery, Jr., Attorney, No. 47 Camp street 
New ORLEANS, July 15th, 1878. 
J. D. Rouse, Esq., Attorney-at-Law, city. 
My Dear Sir: In the Gaines-Kenner matter, Mr. Mills has as- 
signed Tuesday, 16th inst., at 11 a. m., to take lis testimony. 
Very truly, 
(Signed) J. WARD GURLEY, Jr., 
Special Master. 


A true copy of notice sent to Mr. Rouse. 
A W. (y., J R., Special Master. 


Unirep Srates oF America, District of Louisiana : 
No. 3665. 


The President of the United States to Hon. —— Hodges, mayor of 

Kenner, Louisiana: 

You are hereby commanded to appear before me, J. Ward Gur- 
ley, Jr., register in bankruptcy for the district of Louisiana, and 
special master, at his office, 47 Camp street, in the City of New Or- 
leans, on the 16th day of July, IS7S, at 11 o’clock a. m., and there 
to testify the truth, according to your knowledge, in the matter of 
Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. Hl. Monsseaux ef als., United States circuit 
court, Sth circuit and district of Louisiana; and herein fail not. 

And special master, register office, New Orleans, July 13th, 1878. 

(Signed) J. WARD GURLEY, Jr, 
Register in Bankruptey, Dis. of La., and Special Master. 


A true COpy of notice sent to Mr. Hodges by mail. 
(Signed) J. WARD GURLEY, Jr., 
Sp'l Master. 


S aiieetitaninineddcaat ad 
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6014 Testimony on Behalf of Complainant. Document“3.” Filed with 
Report July 17th, 1878. 


In the Circuit Court of the United States for the Fifth Circuit and Dis- 
trict of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. >No. 36638. 
P. H. Monsseavux ef my 


At New Orleans, Louisiana, July 15th, 1878, before Special Mas- 
ter J. Ward Gurley, Jr., at his office, 47 Camp street, by virtue of 
order of court entered herein June 20th, 1878, and pursuant to 
agreement of solicitors, appeared Wm. Reed Mills, Esq., solicitor for 
Mrs. Myra C. Gaines; appeared J. D. Rouse, Esq., solicitor for de- 
fendant, Mrs. Eliza Davis. widow of Minor Kenner and tutrix of 
her minor children. 


District oF LOUISIANA, ss: 

Personally appeared Charles Hodges, of Kenner, Jefferson parish, 
State of Louisiana, a witness on behalf of complainant, who, being 
first duly sworn to tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but 
the truth relative to the matter and things under examination, and 
in answer to the questions and cross-questions which might be pro- 
pounded to him, did depose and upon his oath say as follows upon 
the next six pages. 

Attest : (Signed) J. WARD GURLEY, 
Spl Master. 


CHARLES LlopGrs, sworn, says to Mr. MILs: 


I reside in Kenner, and have lived there about eight or nine 
vears. 

Q. What, if any, possession, and how long have you had of what 
is known as the * Bell Grove ” plautation, lately claimed from Widow 
Minor Kenner by Myra C. Gaines ? 

Answer. | have hid possession of the major part of it since the time 
I went to live at Kenner, and [ have had possession of the minor 
portion of it during the same time, but a portion of the place I have 
never had possession of at all. 

(). Was your possession with the consent of Mrs. Kenner? 
6015 Answer. So far as I have occupied it; ves. 
(). Under what title, either as lessee or otherwise, was that 
possession ? | 

Answer. My possession was, first, as lessee; subsequently, as co- 
owner. This, however, referring only to the property actually deliv- 
ered to me, and which I have since occupied, 

Q. Do you know the frontage or the river in acres or arpents of 
the “ Bell Grove” plantation ? 7 

Answer. I do not. 

Q. Have you seen a plan of what is known as the “Bell Grove” 
plantation ? 

Answer. Yes. I have a plan. 
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Q. Do you remember the number of arpents front of this place ? 

Answer. I do not. | 

(). Have you a copy of it in your possession ? 

Answer. Yes. 

(). Will you be kind enough to produce it to Mr. Gurley ? 

Answer. Yes, sir. 

Q. From whom did you get that plan, or whose plan is it? 

Answer. I received that plan from Mrs. Kenner. 

(). What, were you the owner of that plantation known as “ Bell 
Grove,” would you be willing that a third party should keep posses- 
sion of it by the year? 

Answer. Two thousand dollars by the year. Thiat is, if the privi- 
lege for getting out timber is included. The overflow affords advan- 
tages for getting out timber, and if the privilege of getting out timber 
— included, my estimate is about right; but if that privilege is not 
included, then my estimate is much too high. 

Q). Without the privilege of getting out timber, and subject to over- 
flow as the place now is, what is your estimate by the year? 

Answer. That is a very difficult question to answer, but should 
estimate it at about fifteen hundred dollars per year. I only occupy 

a portion of the place, and cannot say what the rest is worth: 
6016 my portion is not worth $1,500. 


To Mr. Rouse: I cannot say whether my portion is worth $500 
per year without implements, &e. I don’t know whether I could 
get tenants to occupy the place without furnishing implements. 

(). When you speak of the portion oeceupied by you, do you not 
include all of “Bell Grove” that was owned by Mrs. Kenner since 
1S65? 

Answer. I don’t know what was owned by Mrs. Kenner; what I 
received from her was the nuinber of arpents and squares marked on 
the map before alluded to and now in my possession. 

(. Do you not know that several pieces of land within the limits 
of “ Bell Grove” were sold by Minor Kenner during his lifetime ? 

Answer. | do not. 

Q. Don’t vou know that several pieces of that tract of land was 
sold to W. P. —— by Minor Kenner in his lifetime? 

Answer. I don’t know it. 

Q). Has it not been your understanding and belief sinee you have 
been living there that several large tract- of that land was sold before 
the death of Minor Kenner? 


Mr. Mills objects, on the ground of mere opinion of a witness 
effecting title of real estate. 


Answer. I certainly thought so, but I have no knowledge of the 
facts. 

Q. When you say that you have in your possession a plan of “ Bell 
Grove” plantation, do you not mean a lithographic plan of the town 
of Kenner? 

Answer. Yes: but in my previous answer I expressly reserved 
that I did not know what the limits of “ Bell Grove” were, and more 


ere ae rear pa Te 
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than that I referred especially to the portions of “ Bell Grove”’ plan- 
tation which I received from Mrs. Kenner. 

Q. Does that plan embrace any other land besides “ Bell Grove” 
plantation ? 

Answer. I think so; but I think also that it does not em- 
6017 brace what is known as the whole of © Bell Grove” of “Bell 
Grove” plantation ? 
(). Is there anything on the plan to make the boundaries 
of “ Belle Grove” plantation. 

Answer. Yes; the map of the surveyor shows the upper line as 
being the boundary of “ Bell Grove,” but the map isa map of the 
town, and does not show the boundaries of “ Bell Grove,” because it 
does not go back to the lake, but merely to the edge of the swamp, 
where the cleared lands are, and, as Tam not a surveyor, and T have 
never surveyed the lands, it is impossible for me to know the bound- 
aries, : 

(Signed) C. HODGES. 


Sworn to and subseribed before me, July 15th, 1878. 
“ (Signed) J. W. GURLEY., Jr., 
Special Master. 


Adjourned. 
2 w. G., Special Master. 


Bond for Appeal of Mrs. Kenner. Filed July 26th, 1878. 
Unrrep STatres OF AMERICA: 

Know all men by these presents, that we, Mrs. Eliza Davis, widow 
of Minor Kenner, administratrix of the succession of said Minor 
Kenner and tutrix of her minor children, as principal, and Duncan 
I. Kenner, as surety, are held and firmly bound, jointly and sever- 
ally, unto Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of fifteen hundred dollars, 
lawful money of the United States of America, to be paid to the said 
Myra Clark Gaines, her heirs, executors, administrators, and assigns, 
for which payment well and truly to be made we bind ourselves, and 
each of us by himself, and each of our heirs, executors, and adminis- 
trators firmly, by these presents. : 

Sealed with our seals, and dated the seventeenth day of July, in 
the year of our Lord eighteen hundred and seventy-cight. 

Whereas said Mrs. Eliza Davis, widow, &c., administratrix of the 
suce’n of Minor Kenner and tatrix as above, hath taken an appeal 
to the Supreme Court of the United States from the final decree of 

the honorable the circuit court of the United States for the 
6018 fifth fi/th circuit, holding sessions in and for the district of 

Louisiana, rendered in favor of said Myra Clark Gaines, and 
against said Mrs. Kenner, on the 10th day of June, 1878, in the suit 
entitled Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. Hl. Monsseaux et-al., No. 3663 of the 
docket of said court. 

Now, the condition of the above obligation‘is, that if the above- 
bounden Mrs. Eliza Davis, widow & administratrix and tutrix as 
aforesaid, shall prosecute her said appeal to effect, and answer all 
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damages and costs, if she fail to make her plea good, this obligation 
shall be void, otherwise to remain in full foree and virtue. 
(Signed) Mrs. ELIZA KENNER, 
Widow, ete. 
» ROUSE. [. s.] 
Kh. KENNER. [i s.] 


(Signed) Pr. pro. J. 
) 


- 


Sratre OF Louisiana, Parish of Orleans: 


This day personally appeared before me the undersigned au- 
thority, and, being duly sworn, did depose and say: That he is worth 
the sum of ten thousand dollars over and above all debts and execlud- 
ing property exempt from execution, and has unencunibered real 
estate situate in the City of New Orleans of that value. 


(Signed) DUNCAN BF. KENNER. 
Sworn and subscribed before me, this 17th day of July, A. D. 1878. 
[SEAL. | (Signed) N. B. TRIST. 


Notary Public. 
[ approve the above bond. 
(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLIN ms, Judge. 
July 20th, 1878. 


Motion of H. Carriere and Copy of Settlement of Suit. Entered and Filed 
August 5th, 1S7S. 


In the Honorable Cireuit Court of the United States, Fifth Cireuit 
and District of Louisiana. In Equity. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Vs. No. 3663. 


P. H. Mowssraux et als. J 


On motion of Alfred Grima, of counsel for Ilenry Carriere, of New 
Orleans, and on showing to the court that the plaintiff filed a bill 
of revivor and supplement in the above-entitled cause, praving for 
the revivor against the said IT. Carriere, of the certain suit pending 

against the late Marcelin Esnard, one of the defendants in 
6019 the said cause, and on showing to the court that the said suit 

as against the said Carriere has been settled under an. agree- 
ment executed under the private signature of the said parties, a copy 
whereof is hereunto annexed, and that the City of New Orleans have 
an interest in defending the said suit in the place of this mover. 

It is ordered by the court that the said agreement be duly filed 
in the record of the said suit, and that this motion be served on the 
said City of New Orleans. 


Agreement annexed to Motion of IT. Carrier. Filed Aug. 5th, 1878. 
United States Cireuit Court. 
Articles of agreement made and entered into this day of July, 


1878, by and between Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of 
New York, represented by William I. Wilder, a citizen of the State 
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of Louisiana, residing in the City of New Orleans, for and as agent 
of the said Myra C lark Gaines, under and by virtue of a power of 


attorney to him by her granted bearing date the sixteenth day of 


April, 1878, at the city of Washington, D. C., and by her duly ae- 
knowledged before Joseph F. Kk. Plant, commissioner for the State 
of Louisiana, residing in said city, which power is duly registered 
and on file in the office of James Fahey, notary public of this city, 
of the date of his current register, the sixth of May, 1878. The said 
Myra Clark Gaines, being the party of the first part, and Henri 
Carriere, residing in the City ef New Orleans, party of the second 
part, witnesseth that the party of the first part has instituted suit in 


the cireuit court of the United States, fifth cireuit and district of 


Louisiana, entitled Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. IL. Monsseaux et als., 
No. 3663 of the docket of said court, against Marecelin Esnard, which 
suit is prayed to be revived against the said party of the second part 
as the vendee or purchaser from said Esnard of certain lots of ground 
in What is known as the Blane tract, and which are hereinafter 
fully described. 

And whereas the said party of the second part is desirous of set- 
tling said suit: 

Therefore, he, the said party of the second part, by these 
6020 presents hereby agrees, and does hereby agree, to set over and 
subregate to said party of the first part to — allowed every 
right he may have or may he nde have against his vendor and 
against the vendors of his vendors back to the € ity of New Orleans 
and including said City of New Orleans, with full amount of his 
warranty respectively for the. price of the property with the interest 
thereon and the rents, revenues, and value for use against his said 
respective vendors and the vendors of their vendors, back to and 
including the City of New Orleans, as per act set forth in the mesne 
conveyances from the City of New Orleans to the said party of the 
second part, including the right of the said party of the first part to 
demand and in default of payment to institute in her behalf suit or 
suits either in her own name or in the name of the party of the see- 
ond part, against any and all preceding vendors, and the said party 
of the second part hereby agrees to pay the costs of the court incurred 
against him, as follows: 

The said party of the second part pays to the party of the first 
part the sum of eighteen hundred and fifty dollars ($1,850), this 
amount to include the said costs. And in consideration of the fore- 
going the said party of the first part hereby, through her said attor- 
ney, sets over and transfers unto the said party of the second part 
all her righits, title, interest in and claim to and against the follow- 
ing described property, being the same which he acquired of his 
vendor, the said Marcelin Esnard, by act before E. Grima, notary 
public, the 3d day of July, 1871, viz: Lots Nos. 1 to 11, inclusive, 
In square bounded by Broad, Dorgenois, St. Ann, and Dumaine 
street-, and hereby releases him for the consideration hereinbefore 
named — the said described property. The amount which the 
party of the first part will be entitled to claim from the above-men- 
tioned warrantors under the transfer of right of warranty herein 


-—————— 
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made will be fixed by judgment of the court to be rendered in the 
matter of the said suit. 
And the party of the first part, in further consideration of the 

above agreement of the party of the second part, which she 
6021 accepts, gives and grants full and final aequittance aequit- 

lance and hereby acknowledges full satisfaction of the claim 
exhibited by her in her bill in the said suit and releases him from 
all personal liability toward her by reason of his purchase and oecu- 
pation of said property, and transfers unto the said party of the 
second part all the right, title, and interest which she may have 
against the said property, intending that the said H. Carriere, party 
of the second part, his heirs and assigns will enjoy the said property 
forever without any molestation from the said party of the first 
paar, ' 
This done and signed in duplicate, in good faith, at the City of 
New Orleans, the day and year first written. 

(Signed) MYRA CLARK GAINES, 

Per W. H. WILDER, 
Agent and Attorney. 


(Signed) MH. CARRTERE. 
Witnesses: 
(Signed) J. VIENNE. 
a GEO. GRIMA. 


Marshal Petiin fil Motion. 


Received August 6th, IS78, by the United States marshal, and on 
the same dav served a true copy hereof on Edward Pilsbury, mayor 
of the City of New Orleans, by handing the same to him, in person, 
in this city. 

(Signed) W. G. ELLIOTT, 
Deputy Marshal. 


Mutry at Pule x. 


extract from Chancery Order Book on Bill of Revivor and Supple- 
ment. August oth, 1878. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs ~No. 36638. 


P. 1. Monsseaunx et als. } 


On motion of Alfred Grima, of counsel for Tenry Carriere, of New 
Orleans, and on showing to the court that the plaintiff filed a bill of 
revivor and supplement in the above-entitled cause, praying for the 
revivor against the said I]. Carriere of the. certain suit’ pending 
against the late Marcelin Esnard, one of the defendants in the said 
cause; and on showing to the court that the said suit as against the 
said Carriere has been settled under an agreement executed under 
the private signature- of the said parties, a copy whereof is hereto 
annexed, and that the Citv of New Orleans has an interest in de- 
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fending the said suit in the place of this mover, it is ordered 
6022 by the court that the said agreement be duly filed in the ree- 

ord of the said suit, and that this motion be served on the said 
City of New Orleans. 


Motion and Order Fixing Report of CS. Rice as to Fees of E. Sabourin, 
Master. 


Iextract from the Minutes, December 6th, 1878. 


Myra Clank GAINES 
<< - No. 5668. 
P. Hf. Monsseaux et als. 


On motion of Wm. Reed Mills, on behalf of Ernest Sabourin, mas- 
ter, it is ordered that the report of Ch’s 8. Rice, master, as regards 
the question of fees and compensation to be allowed said Sabourin 
as master and the oppositions thereto, be set down for hearing on 
Monday, the 16th of December, 1878, at 11 o’elock a. m., and that 
the solicitors of said opponents be notified hereof. 


Subinission of Leport. 
extract from the Minutes, December 16th, 1878. 
Myra Crark Gaines vs. P. TL. Monsseaux ef als. 


This cause came on to be heard on the report of Master Rice upon 
the fees of EF. Sabourin, master, and the oppositions thereto: and 
having been argued by W. Rt. Mills for Sabourin and Jas. MeCon- 
nell, Ch’s Ek. Schmidt, and KE. W. Iluntington for defendants, the 
court took time to consider. 


Ilearing and Continuance. 
[extract from the Minutes, December 17th, 1878. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
rs . No. 36638. 


P. 1H. Moxsstaun et als. 


This cause came on to be heard on the reports of I. Sabourin, 
master, and the oppositions thereto. 

Present: Wm. Reed Mills, for complainant; J. McConnell, Ch’s 
KI. Schmidt, TH. EE. Upton, Ek. W. Huntington, and Jno. J. Barnett, 
for defendants. 

And after hearing argument it was ordered that the further hear- 
ing on said reports and oppositions be continued by preference till 
to-morrow at 11 a. m. 
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Extract from the Minutes, December 15, 1878. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
VS. > No. 36635. 
P. H. Monsseaux e als. 


The hearing of this cause on the said reports of the master 

6023 and the oppositions thereto, was this day resumed, and after 

hearing further argument, it was continued till Tuesday, 24th 
instant, at 11 a. m. 


Decree Homologating Report of [ice, Master. Entered and Filed Dee 
25d, 1S7S. 


United States Circuit Court, District of Louisiana. In Equity. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
VS. - No. 36638. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. } 


This cause came on to be heard on the report of Ch’s 8. Rice, mas- 
ter, on fees of E. Sabourin, the master herein, and the oppositions 
thereto, and was argued by counsel. 

On consideration whereof it is ordered, adjudged, and deereed 
that the oppositions to said report of Ch’s S. Rice, master, be over- 
ruled and said report homologated, approved, and made the judg- 
ment of the court. 

It is further ordered that said E. Sabourin have execution against 


the respective and several defendants for the amounts respectively 
and severally set forth in said report. 
(Signed) KDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


December 23d, 1878. 
Submission of Sabourin Reports. 
[extract from the Minutes, December 24th, 1878. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 


vs. \ No. S665. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. J 


This cause came on to be further heard on the reports of E. Sa- 
bourin, master, and the exceptions thereto, and having been argued 
by W. R. Mills, for complainant, and J. MeConnell, Ch’s E. Schmidt, 
and FE. W. Huntington, for defendants, the court took time to con- 
sider. : 
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Orde ron Levceptions of WV R. Mills to Maste r Report. 
Ixtract from the Minutes, J’n’y 2d, 187%. 


“Myra Crank GAINES ) 
vs. -No. 3665. 
P. H. Mownsseaun et als. J 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
rs. ~No. GOSS. 
P. F. AGNenry et als.J 


The exceptions of W. Rt. Mills filed on the 22d May, 1878, 

6024 to the the report of J. W. Gurley, master, herein filed on the 

20th May, IS7S, is sustained, and it is ordered that said op- 

ponent, W.R. Mills, be, and he ts, as solicitor of complainant, Ch- 

titled to the docket fee to be taxed as costs us ouallist each defendants, 

wherein reference is made to a master to determine the question of 
fruits and revenues. 

Lintry at Rules. 


extract from Chancery Order Book, January 6th, 1879. 


Myra CLARK GAINES: ) 
2. . No. 36638. 
Po. Monsseaux et als. | 


Qn motion of Wm. Reed Mills, solicitor for complainant, and it 
appearing threat process of subpeena has been served Upon the defend- 
ants herein named, to wit, Widow Paul Leibell, Charles Lorenz, 
Amelia Lorenz, Magdeline Lorenz, Wife of Charles Ebert, and 
Charles Ebert, Henri Carriere, Edgar Lacroix, Simeon IHernsheim, 
Mrs. Adeline Guesnon, Widow of P. Il. Monsseaux, and John and 
Pauline Bietry, and that they have failed to enter their appearance 
or to demur, plead, or answer to complainant’s bill of réviver and 
supplement within the legal delay, it is ordered that said bill — taken 
pro confesso against the said detendants. 


DD Cree against P. Avril. Marled _ U*, {J N. td t.. No. SS2D. athered 
hy complainant, Keatered and filed January (th, IS7$). 


extract from the Minutes. 


Myrna CLARK GAINES ] 
VS, . No. 3669. 
P. Hk. Mownsseaux ef als. 


This causecameon further to be heard upon the report of Ernest Sa- 
bourin, master, filed on the 11th day of January, 1S78, and exceptions 
filed thereto as regards P. Avril, one of the defendants in the above 
entitled and numbered cause, said report of said master having been 
made in virtue of an order of this court, and the same was argued 
by counsel; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is 
confirmed and made the judgment of this court; and in accordance 
therewith it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the 
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sald P. Avril is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark 
Gaines, in the sum of four hundred and forty-three £3, dollars, 
with five per cent. per annum on the sum of three hundred 
6025 and twenty-five 7°, dollars from the 5Sist day of October, 
IS77, until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have 
execution for said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and 
costs, 


Decree Against P. Avegno. Marked X C?, ULS. C. C., No. 8825, offered 
hy Complainant, lente red and beiled January ith. IS7f). 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
is. » No. opt dep. 
P. TH. Monsseaux et als. J 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the L1th day of May, IS7S, and exceptions 
thereto as regards Phillip Aveeno, Jr, one of the defendants in the 
above entitled and numbered cause, said report of said master havy- 
Ing been made in virtue of an order of this court, and the same was 
argued by counsel; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said 
report is confirmed and made the judgement of this court; and, in 
accordance therewith, it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed 
that the said Philip Aveeno, Jr..is chargeable to the said complain- 
ant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of ten thousand six hundred 
and fifty-two ;44, dollars, with five per cent. per annum interest on 
the sum of six thousand two hundred and sixty-seven ;'{) dollars 
from the dist day of October, 1877, until partic, und that the said 
Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of money, with 
interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


Decree Against Jules Bermudez. Marked X C?, U.S. C. C, No. 8825. 
afte red by Complainant. lent red and hiled January Oth, IS7%. 


extract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Us L No. 3603. 


P. H. Monsseacx ct als. 5 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the Lith day of May, 1875, and exceptions 
filed thereto as regards Jules Bermudez, one of the defendants in 
the above entitled and numbered cause, said report of said master 
having been made in virtue of an order of this court, and the same 
was argued by counsel; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, 

suid report is confirmed and made the judgement of this 
6026 court; and, in accordince therewith, it is further ordered, ad- 

judged, and decreed that the said Jules Bermudez is charge- 

able to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum 
of fifty-three hundred and cighty-five 4°95 dollars, with five per cent. 
per annum interest on the sum of four thousand five hundred and 
seventy-eight dollars from the Ist day of June, 1S77, until paid, and 
that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of 
money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


ASO-4 THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS Vs. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


Decree Against John and Pauline Bietry. Marked X C?, U.S.C. C., No. 
8825, offered by Complainant. Entered and Filed January Gth, 
1879. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. > No. 3665. 
P. H. Monsseaux ef als. ( 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of May, 1878, and exceptions 
filed thereto as regards John and Pauline Bietry, defendants in the 
above entitled and numbered cause, said report of said master hav- 
Ing heen made in virtue of an order of this court, and the same was 
argued by counsel; and thereupon, in consideration thereaf, said 
report is confirmed and made the judgment of this court; and, in 
accordanee therewith, it is further ordered, adjudged, and, decreed 
that the said John and Pauline Bietry are chargeable to the said 
complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of thirty-seven lun- 
dred and ninety-eight ;‘~5 dollars, with five per cent. per annum 
interest on the sum of twenty-seven hundred and forty-five ,7,3, dol- 
lars from the 30th day of April, 1875, until paid, and that the said 
Myra Clark Gaines have execution for the said sum of money, with 
interest as aforesaid, and costs. 
Deerce Against S. kk. Brunett. Marked X C?, ULS. C. C, No. 8825, offered 

by Complainant. Entered and Filed January 6th, 1579. 


Extract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
‘ vs. - No. 3668. 


P. H. Mownsseaux ct als. J 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of January, 1878, and the 
6027 exceptions filed thereto,as regards Simeon E. Brunett, one of the 
defendants in the above entitled and numbered cause, said re- 
port of said master having been made in virtue of an order of this 
court, and the same was argued by counsel ; and thereupon, in con- 
sideration thereof, said report is confirmed and made the judgment 
of this court, and in accordance therewith it is further ordered, 
adjudged, and decreed that the said Simeon E. Brunett is chargeable 
to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of four. 
hundred and ninety-seven {yy dollars, with five per cent. per annum 
interest on the sum of three hundred and fifty-two ?,°, dollars from 
the dist day of October, 1877, until paid, and that the said Myra 
Clark Gaines have execution for the said sum of money, with inter- 
est as aforesaid, and costs. 
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Decree against Pierre Bordes. Marked X C?, US. C.C., No. 8825, offered 
hy Complainant. Kent red ane biled January Gth. IN7o). 


Extract from the Minutes. 


Myra Charnk GAINES 
US. -No. 3665. 
P. H. Monssracx et als. J 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of May, 1S7S, and exceptions 
filed thereto, as regards Pierre Bordes, one of the defendants in the 
above entitled and numbered cause ; said report of said master hay- 
Ing been made in virtue of an order of this court, and the same 
was argued by counsel; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, 
said report is confirmed and made the judgment of this court, and 
In accordance therewith it is further ordered, adjudged, and deereed 
that the said Pierre Bordes ts chargeable to the said complainant, 
Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of five thousand and sixty jy‘) deol- 
lars, with five per cent. interest per annum on the sum of sixteen 
hundred and seventy-six dollars from the 5ist day of May, 1877, 
until paid; and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution 
for said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


Decree against Joseph Bazanae. Marked X 0?, UL S.C. 0. No. 8825, 
ofiered by Complainant. Entered and Filed January 6th, 1879. 


Extract from the Minutes. 


HOLS Myra CLARK GAINES 
VS. » No. 8663. 


P. H. Mownsseacux ef als. | 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of January, 1878, and excep- 
tions filed thereto as regards Joseph Bazanac, one of the defendants 
in the above entitled and numbered cause, said report of said master 
having been made in virtue of an order of this court, and the same 
was argued by counsel; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, 
said report is confirmed and made the judgment of this court; and 
in accordance therewith it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed 
that the said Joseph Bazanae is chargeable to the said complainant, 
Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of sixteen hundred and thirty-eight 
do's dollars, with five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of 
eleven hundred and twenty-one ,‘;°; dollars from the 51st day of 
October 1877, until paid; and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have 
execution for said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and 


costs, P 


ASSG THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS Vs. MYRA CLARK GAILNES. 


Deeree against Louis Barnett. Marked X C?, U.S. C.C., No. 8825, offered 
by Complainant. Kutered and biled January 6th, U7. 


Iextract from the Minutes. 


Myra Chark GAINES ) 
Us -No. 3663. 


P. H. Mownsseacx et als. 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of January, 1578, and excep- 
tions filed thereto as regard- Louis Barnett, one of the defendants in 
the above entitled and numbered cause, said report having been 
made in virtue of an order of this court, and the same was argued 
by counsel; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is 
confirmed and made the judgment of this court, and in accordance 
therewith it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the said 
Louis Barnett is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark 
Gaines, in the sum of five thousand three hundred and. two 4475 

doliars, with five per cent. per annum Interest on the sum of 
6029 three thousand six hundred and _ fifty-seven °° dollars from 

the Slst day of October, 1877, until paid, and that the said 
Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of money, with in- 
terest as aforesaid, and costs. 


Deerce against Lestat of led. Barnett. Marked P 4 U*, {} N rz c. No. 
SS25, off red hy Complainant. Mntered and biled January Oth, U7. 


extract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs » No. 3665. 


P. H. Monsseaux ef als. ) 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of January, 1878, and ex- 
ceptions filed thereto, as regards estate of HKdward Barnett, one of 
the defendants in the above entitled and numbered cause, said re- 
port of said master having been made in virtue of an order of this 
court, and the same was argued hy counsel; and thereupon, In con- 
sideration thereof, said report is confirmed and made the judgment 
of this court: and in accordance therewith it is further ordered, ad- 
judged, and decreed that the said estate of Edward Barnett is charge- 
able to the complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of four hun- 
dred and twenty fae dollars, with live per ecnt. per annurn Interest 
on the sum of two hundred and ninety-two 4% dollars from the 
dist day of October, 1877, until paid, and that the said Myra Clark 
Gaines have execution: for said sum of money, with interest as afore- 
sald, and costs. 
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Decree against Estate of Jean Bazae. Marked X C*#, UL S.C. CGC, No. 
S825, offered by Complainant. Lutered and kiled January 6th, * 
IS7Y. , 

iKextract from the Minutes. 


Myra ChAnkK GAINES ) 
vs. »No. 3665. 


P. Il. Monsseaux ef als. 


This cause came on tobe further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of May, 1S7S, and exceptions 
filed thereto, as regards the estate of Jean Bazac, one of the defend- 
ants in the above entitled and numbered cause ; said report of said 
master having been made in virtue of an order of this court, and 
the same was argued by counsel; and thereupon, in consideration 

thereof, said report is confirmed and made the judgment of 
6030 this this court: and, im accordance therewith, it is further 

ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the said estate of Jean 
Bazae is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in 
the sum of twelve hundred and seventy-five dollars, with five per 
cent. per annum interest on the sum of one thousand and seventy 
dollars from the Ist day of June, 1S77, until paid, and that the said 
Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of money, with in- 
terest as aforesaid, and costs. 


Deerce against l”. LL. Cerosselles. Marked X Te. 7: mm 7 C.. No SS25. 
offered by Complainant. Kintered and Filed Jan’y 6th, S79 


Extract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Us. ~No. 3665. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. } 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the reports of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the llth day of January, IS7S, and ex- 
ceptions filed thereto, as regards V. L. Cerosselles, one of the defend- 
ants in the above entitled and numbered cause, said report of said 
master having been made in virtue of an order of this court, and 
the same was argued by counsel; and thereupon, in consideration 
thereof, said report is confirmed and made the judgment of this 
court; and, in accordance therewith, it is further ordered, adjudged, 
and decreed that the said V. L. Cerosselles is chargeable to the com- 
plainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of thirteen hundred and 
eight ;4°5 dollars, with five per cent. per annum interest on the sum 
of nine hundred and fifty-two dollars from the 51st day of October, 
IS77, until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execu- 
tion for said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid and costs. 


4558 THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS Vs. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


Deeree against Jean Despeaun. Marked X C?, U.S.C. C,, No. 8825, 
’ 


offered by Complainant. entered and Filed January Gth, IS7%. 
Extract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
rs. ~No. 2663. 
P H. Monsseavx ef ale. | 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of May, 1878, and ex- 
6051 ceptions tiled thereto as as regards Jean Despeaux, one of the 
defendants in the aboye entitled and numbered cause, said 
report of said master heving been made in virtue of an order of 
this court, and the same was argued by counsel; and thereupon, in 
consideration thereof, said report is confirmed and made the jude- 
ment of this court; and, in accordance therewith, it is further or- 
dered, adjudged, and decreed that the said Jean Despeaux is charge- 
tble to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of 
fourteen hundred and twenty-four ,°) dollars, with five per cent. 
per annum interest thereon from the 3Sist day of May, 1877, until 
paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said 
sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


Decree against Ileirs of Owen Donghe ily. Marked*X C*, US. C.C., No. 
$825, offe red hy Complainant. Kutered and Filed January Gth, 1S7*). 


extract from the Minutes. 


, Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
v's ~No. 36635. 


P. H. Monsseaux ct als. j 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the T1lth day of May, 1878, and excep- 
tions filed thereto as regards L. Dougherty, Bb. Dougherty, M. 
Dougherty, and P. Dougherty, heirs of Owen Dougherty, defend- 
ants in the above entitled and numbered cause, said report of said 
master having been made in virtue of and order of this court, and 
the same was argued by counsel; and thereupon, in consideration 
thereof, said report is confirmed and made the judgment of this 
court; and in accordance therewith it is further ordered, adjudged, 
and decreed that the said heirs of Owen Dougherty is chargeable 
to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of four 
thousand four hundred and_ fifty-two ;%; dollars, with five per 
cent. per annum interest on the sum of twenty-eight hundred and 
eighty dollars from the 51st day of May, 1877, until paid, and that 
the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of money, 
with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 
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6052 Decree against Felix A. Ducros, marked X C®, v.88 QA G. Ne. 
8825, offered by Complainant. Entered and Filed January 
Gth, 1879. 
Extract from the Minutes. 


Myra CrARK GAINES ) 
vs. » No. 5665. 


— ? P. H. Monsseaux ef als. J 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of January, 1875, and excep- 
tions filed thereto as regards Felix A. Ducros, one of the defend- 
ants in the above entitled and numbered cause, said report of said 
tnaster having been made in virtue of an order of this court, and 
the same was argued by counsel; and thereupon, in consideration 
thereof, said report is confirmed and made the judgment of this 
court; and in accordance therewith it is further ordered, adjudged, 
and decreed that the said Felix A. Ducros is chargeable to the said 
complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of seventeen hundred 
and thirty-two 459, dollars, with five per cent. per annum interest 
on the sum of thirteen hundred and eighty-six dollars from the 
dist day of October, 1877, until paid, and that the said Myra Clark 
Gaines have execution for said sum of money, with interest as afore- 
said, and costs. 


Deerce against Mrs. Simon Delord. Vurked P 4 C=. L}. NS. C. C.. No. SS25, 
offered by Complainant. Eutered and Filed January 6th, 1879. 


Extract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
Us » No. 3665. 


P. H. Monsseacx et als. | 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the llth day of May, 1878, and excep- 
tions filed thereto as regards Mrs. Simon Delord, one of the defendants 
in the above entitled and numbered cause, said report of said master 
having been made in virtue of an order of this court, and the same 
was argued by counsel; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, 
said report is confirmed and made the judgment of this court; and 
in accordance therewith it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed 

that the said Mrs. Simeon Delord is chargeable to the said 
6033 complainant, complainant, Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum 

of sixteen thousand seven hundred and thirty-five 4% dollars, 
with five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of ten thousand 
seven hundred and eighty-nine dollars from the 51st day of May, 
1877, until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execu- 
tion for said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


4560 THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS Vs. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


Deeree against Lestate of Jacques Dupas. Marked x CU? []. N. he fz. No. 
SS25, Dik red by Complainant. Kuntercd and Filed January Oth, 1S79. 


Extract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
US - No. 3663. 


P. H. Monssreaux et als. 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of January, 1875, and excep- 
tions filed thereto as regards the estate of Jacques Dupas, one of the 
defendants in the above entitled and numbered cause; said report 
of said master having been made in virtue of an order of this court, 
and the same was argued by counsel; and thereupon, in considera- 
tion thereof, said report is confirmed and made the judgment of this 
court; and in accordance therewith it is further ordered, adjudged, 
and decreed that the said estate of Jaeques Dupas is chargeable to 
the complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of ten thousand 
six hundred and fifty-two 4%, dollars, with five per cent. perannum 
Interest on the sum of six thousand two hundred and sixty-seven 457) 
dollars from the 31st day of October, 1877, until paid, and that the 
said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of money, with 
interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


Decree agaist Joseph Despare. Marked y bed lL" N hs C.. ] fo. S825, 
offered by Complainant. Kutered and Filed January 6th, 1879. 


iextract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
US. ~ No. 3663. 


P. Hf. Monsseaux et als. 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of FE. Sa- 
bourin, master, filed on the 11th day of May, 1878, and exceptions 
filed thereto as regards Joseph Despeaux, one of the defend- 

6034 ants in the the above entitletLand numbered cause, said report 
of said master having been made in virtue of an order of this 

court, and the same was argued by counsel; and thereupon, in con- 
sideration thereof, said report is confirmed and made the judgment 
of this court; and in accordance therewith it is further ordered, ad« 
Judged, and deerced that the said Joseph Despeaux is chargeable to 
the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of two thou- 
sand and three ,')°) dollars, with five per cent. per annum interest 
on the sum of seventeen hundred and forty dollars from the Ist day 
of June, 1877, until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have 
execution for said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 
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Deerce against Aimee Gautier. Marked X C*, UL S.C. C., No. 8825, 
offered by Complainant. Kutered and Filed January 6th, US79. 


Extract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. >No. 3668. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of KE. Sa- 
bourin, master, filed on the 11th day of January, 1878, and excep- 
tions filed thereto as regards Aimee Gautier, one of the defendants 
in the above entitled and numbered cause, said report of said mas- 
ter having been made in virtue of an order of this court, and the 
same was argued by counsel; and thereupon, in’ consideration 
thereof, said report is confirmed and made the judgment of this 
court: and in aecordance therewith it is further ordered, ad- 
judged, and decreed that the said Aimee Gautier is chargeable to 
the complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of twenty-eight 
hundred and seventy-one ;°8, dollars, with five per cent. per annum 
iiiterest on the sum of seventeen hundred and fifteen dollars from 
the 3lst day of October, 1877, until paid, and that the said Myra 
Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of money, with interest as 
aforesaid and costs. 


Deerce against Auguste Gautier. Marked X C®, UL S.C. 0, No. 8825, 
ofiered by Complainant. Entered and Filed January 6th, S79. 


Extract from the Minutes. 


G35 Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs . No. 3663. 


ry Be MowssEAux at als. 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the llth day of January, IS7S8, and ex- 
ceptions filed thereto as regards Auguste Gautier, one of the defend- 
ants, in the above-entitled and numbered cause, said report of said 
master having been made in virtue of an order of this court, and 
the same was argued by counsel, and thereupon, in consideration 
whereof, said report is confirmed and made the judgment of this 
court; and in accordance therewith it is further ordered, adjudged, 
and decreed that the said Auguste Gautier is chargeable to the said 
complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of twenty-six hundred 
and sixty-nine ;%,°, dollars, with five per cent. per annum interest on 
the sum of fifteen hundred and ninety-two 5°) dollars from the 51st 
day of October, 1877, until paid, and that the said Myra Clark 
Gaines have execution for said sum of money, with interest as afore- 
said, and costs. 


4862 THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES, 


Decree against Martin Graff. Marked X C?, U. 8S. C. @., No. 8825, 


ofiered by Complainant. Entered and Filed January 6th, 1879. 
extract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
Us. - No. 3663. 


P. H. Monsseavx et als. | 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of May, 1878, and excep- 
tions filed thereto as regards Martin Graff, one of the defendants in 
the above entitled and numbered cause, said report of said master 
having been made in virtue of an order of this court, and the same 
was argued by counsel, and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said 
report is confirmed and made the judgment of this court; and in ae- 
cordance therewith it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that 

the said Martin Graff is chargeable to the said complainant, 

6036 Myra Clark Gaines,in the sum of fifty-seven 44°) dollars, with 

-five per cent. per annum interest thereon from the 31st day 

of May, 1877, until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have 

execution for said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and 
Costs. 


Decre ¢ against Maurie P. Gravi Ts Marked 4 (2. [/ N. (" ti. No. SS25, 
offered by Complainant. Entered and Filed January 6th, UST9. 


TExtraect from the Minutes. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs ~No. 3663. 


P. If. Monsseaux ct als. J 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of January, 1878, and ex- 
ceptions filed thereto as regards Marie P. Gravier, one of the de- 
fendants in the above entitled and numbered cause, said report of 
said master having been made in virtue of an order of this court, 
and the same was argued by counsel ; and thereupon, in considera- 
tion thereof, said report is confirmed and made the judgment of this 
court; and in accordance therewith it is further ordered, adjudged, 
[and] decreed that the said Marie P. Gravier is chargeable to the 
said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of six hundred 
and twelve °°, dollars, with five per cent. per anhum interest on 
the sum of four hundred and twelve ,°%) dollars from the 3ist day 
of October, 1877, until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaimes 
have execution for said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, 
and costs. 
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Decree against Jno. L. Gubernator. Marked X C?, U.S. C. C., No. 8825, 


offered by Complainant... Entered and Filed January 6th, 1879. 
| Extract from the Minutes. 


Myra Clark GAINES ) 
Us. - No. 3665. 


P. H. Monsseaux et als. | 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of January, 1878, and excep- 
tions thereto as regards John L. Gubernator, one of the defendants 
in the above entitled and numbered cause, said report of said master 
having been made in virtue of an order of this court, and the 

same was argued by counsel; and thereupon, in consideration 
6037 thereof, said report is confirmed and made the judgment of 

this court, and in accordance therewith it is further ordered, 
adjudged, and decreed that the said John L. Gubernator is charge- 
able to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of 
eleven thousand one hundred and forty-eight 78 dollars, with five 
per cent. per annum interest on the sum of eighty-one hundred and 
seventy-cight 78; dollars from the Slst day of October, 1877, until 
paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said 
sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


Decree against Mrs. J. V. Gourdain. Marked X C*, ” & & eae 
8825, offered by Complainant. Entered and Filed January 6th, S79. 


Iiextract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
Us, > No. 5665. 


P. HL. Monsseaux et als. 


This eause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of May, 1S7S, and exeep- 
tions filed thereto, as regards Mrs. .J. V. Gourdain, one of the defend- 
ants in the above entitled and numbered cause, said report having 
been made in virtue of an order of this court; and the same was 
argued by counsel; and thereupon in consideration thereof said re- 
port is confirmed and made the judgment of this court; and in 
accordance therewith it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that 
the said Mrs. J. V. Gourdain is chargeable to the said complainant, 
Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of three hundred and cighty-seven 
fy'y Collars, with five per cent. per annum interest thereon from the 
Sist day of May, 1877, until paid, and that the said Myra Clark 
Gaines have execution for said sum of money, with interest as afore- 
said, and costs. 


4s64 THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


Deerce against Josephine Ledoe. Marked X C*, U. S. C. cK d Yo. S825, 
othe red hy Complainant. Kntered and liled Junnary Vth. S74. 


extract from the Minutes. 


Myra ChLAnK GAINES 
vs, -No. 36633. 
P. H. Monsseacx ef als. | 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of May, 1S7S, and ex- 
6055 ceptions filed thereto as regards Josephine Ledog, one of the de- 
fendants in the above entitledand numbered cause, said report 
of said master having been made in virtue of an order of this court, 
and the same was argued by counsel; and thereupon in comsidera- 
tion thereof said report is confirmed and made the judgment of this 
court; and in accordance therewith it is farther ordered, adjudged, 
and deereed that the said Josephine Ledoe is chargeable to the said 
complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of forty-eight hundred 
and thirty-three ;,%) dollars, with five per cent. per annum interest 
on the sum of forty-one hundred and ninty-six dollars from the 
dist day of May, 1877, until paid, and that the said Myra Clark 
Gaines have execution for said sum of money, with Interest as afore- 
said, and costs. 


Decree against Jules Lapene. Marled = C2. {/ N. rr EB. No. SS25, of- 
fered hi Complainant, ute red and Filed January Tth. S74). 


extract from the Minutes. 


Myra ChAnkK GAINES ) 
Us - No. 5668. 


rae Mowsskaux ct als. | 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the llth day of January, S78, and ex- 
ceptions filed thereto as regards Jules Lapene, one of the defendants 
In the above entitled and numbered cause, said report of said master 
having been made in virtue of an order of this court, and the same 
was argued by counsel ; and thereupon in consideration thereof said 
report is confirmed and made the judgment of the court; and in 
accordance therewith it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed 
that the said Jules Lapene is chargeable to the said complainant, 


Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of sixteen hundred and seventy-: 


eight 5°, dollars, with five per cent. per annum interest on the sum 
of twelve hundred and thirty-three 34°, dollars from the 51st day of 
October, 1S77, until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have 
execution for said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and 


Costs, 
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Decree against Francis G. Levassier. Marked X C*, U.S. C. C., No. 
$825, offered by Complainant. Kutéred & Filed January 7th, 1879. 


6039 Extract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
US > No. 3665. 


P. Hk. Monsseaux et als. J 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of January, 1878, and excep- 
tions filed thereto, as regards Francis G. Levassier, one of the de- 
fendants in the above entitled and numbered cause, said report of 
said master having been made in virtue of an order of this court, 
and the same was argued by counsel; and thereupon, in considera- 
tion thereof, said report is confirmed and made the Judgment of this 
court; and in accordance therewith it is further ordered, adjudged, 
and decreed that the said Francis G. Levassier is cha-geable to the 
said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of thirty-four hun- 
dred and ninety-nine j\7y dollars, with five per cent. per annum in- 
terest on the sum of twenty-three hundred and seven 37) dollars 
from the $lst day of October, 1877, until paid, and that the said 
Myra Clark Gaines have execution for the said sum of money, with 
interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


Decree against Jules Lavergie. Marked AY C?, U7. S. Cr C.. Ne . SS25, 


offered by Complamant. Lntered and Filed January Tth, 187s. 
ixtract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLARK GAINES | 
v8 . No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseacx et als. J 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the reports of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the llth January and 1J1th May, 1878, 
and exceptions filed thereto, as regards Jules Lavergne, one of the 
defendants in the above entitled and numbered cause, said reports of 
said master having been made in virtue of an order of this court, 
and the same was argued by counsel; and thereupon, in considera- 
tion thereof, said reports are confirmed and made the judgment of 
this court; and in accordance therewith it is further ordered, ad- 
judged, and decreed that the said Jules Lavergne is chargeable to 
the complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of fifty-two hun- 

dred and sixty-eight %) dollars, with five per cent. per an- 
6040 num interest thereon from the dist day of October, 1877, until 

paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution 
for said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 
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Decree against Ih nry Larquee. Marked 4 CG, [] SN (* CG. No. 8825, 
offered by Complainant. Entered and Filed January 7th, IS7Y. 


iextract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. . No. 3668. 
P. 11. Monsseaux et als. 


This cause came on to be farther heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the [1th day of May, 1878, and exceptions 
filed thereto, as regards Henry Larquié, one of the defendants in the 
above entitled and numbered cause, said report of said master hay- 
ing been made in virtue of an order of this court, and the same was 
argued by counsel; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said 
report is confirmed and made the judgment of this court; and in 
accordance therewith it is further ordered, adjudged that the said 
Henry Larquié is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark 
Gaines, in the sum of two hundred and cighty-six 10. dollars, with 
five per cent. per annum interest thereon from the Ist day of No- 
vember, 1877, until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have 
execution for said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


Decree against Geo. Lohr. Marked X C?, U.S. C. C., No. 8825, offered by 
Complainant. Entered and Filed January 7th, 1879. 


Extract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseavx et als. 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of May, 1878, and exceptions 
filed thereto as regards George Lohr, one of the defendants in the 
above entitled and numbered cause, said report of said master hay- 
ing been made in virtue of an order of this court, and the same was 
argued by counsel; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said 

report is confirmed and made the judgment of this court; and 
6041 in accordance therewith it is 74 7s further: ordered, adjudged, 

and decreed that the said George Lohr is chargeable to the 
said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of eight hundred 
and seventy-four {°j"5 dollars, with five per cent. per annum interest 
on the sum of seven hundred and forty-two dollars from the 20th 
day of May, 1877, until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines 
have execution for said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and 
costs. 
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Decree against Christoval Morel. Marked X C?, U.S.C. C., No. 8825, 
offered by Complainant. Entered and Filed January 7th, W879. 


extract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLark GAINES 
ee. - No. 3663. 


P. H. Monsseaux ef als. 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11]th day of January, 1875, and ex- 
ceptions filed thereto as regards Christoval Morel, one of the de- 
fendants in the above entitled and numbered cause, said report of 
said master having been made in virtue of an order of this court, 
and the same was argued by counsel; and thereupon, in considera- 
tion thereof, said report is confirmed and made the judgment of 
this court; and in accordance therewith it is further ordered, ad- 
judged, and decreed that the said Christoval Morel is chargeable to 
the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of twenty- 
two hundred and ninety-eight ,7%, dollars, with five per cent. per 
annum interest on the sum of fourteen hundred and forty-three ¥))) 
dollars from the 31st day of October, 1877, until paid, and that the 
said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of money, 
with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


Deeree against M. Meilleur. Marked X C*, U.S. GC. C0, No. 8825, 


offered by Complainant. Entered and Filed January Tth, 1879. 
: Extract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux ef als. 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of May, 1875, and excep- 
tions filed thereto as regards M. Meilleur, one of the defend- 
6042 ants in in the above entitled and numbered cause, said re- 
port of said master having been made in virtue of an order 
of this court, and the same was argued by counsel; and thereupon, 
in consideration thereof, said report is confirmed and made the 
judgment of this court; and in accordance therewith it is further 
ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the said M. Meilleur, “Ram- 
part street property,” Is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra 
Clark Gaines, in the sum of fourteen hundred and forty-six 45) 
dollars, with five per cent. per annum interest thereon from the Ist 
day of June, 1877, until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines 
have execution for the said sum of money, with interest as afore- 
said, and costs. 


ASGS THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES, 


Deerce against M. Meilleur. Marked X C?, U.S. C. C, No. 8825, 
offered by Complainant. entered and hiled January Wh, 1S79%. 


Iextract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. . No. 3668. 
P. H. Mownsseaux et als. 


This cause came on to de further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of May, 1875, and excep- 
tions filed thereto as regards M. Meilleur, one of the defendants in 
the above-entitled and numbered cause, said report of said master 
having been made in virtue of an order of this court, and the,same 
was argued by counsel; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, 
said report is confirmed and made the Judgment of this court; and 
in accordance therewith it is ge r ordered, adjudged, and de- 
creed that the said M. Meilleur, Ann street property, is charge- 


able to the said complainant, Myre Clark Gaines, in the sum of 


fifteen -hundred and ninety-seven ,', dollars, with five per cent. 
per annum interest thereon from the Ist day of June, 1877, until 
paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said 
sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


Decree against Heirs of D. B. Muacarty. Marked XY C2. Za. tf ee 
SS?.). offe red hy Complainant. lente red and biled January 7th, 1S7%). 


extract from the Minutes. 


GO48 Myra CLARK GAINES 
Vs. - No. 3665. 
P. H. MonsskEaux ef ale. | 


This cause — on to be further heard upon the reports of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th January and 11th May, 1878, 
and eatanens filed thereto, as regards the Heirs of D. B. Macarty, 
defendants, In the above entitled and numbered cause, said reports 
of said master having been made in virtue of an order of this eourt, 
and the same was argued by counsel; and thereupon, in considera- 


tion thereof, said reports is confirmed and made the judgment of 


this court: and in accordance therewith it is further ordered. ad- 
fudged, and decreed that the said Heirs of D. BB. Macarty are charge- 


able to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of 


seventy-one hundred and cighty- five jy'y dollars, with five per cent. 
per annum interest on the sum of sixty-two hundred and ninety- 
nine 7°; from the 31st day of October, 1877, until paid, and that 
the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for such sum of money, 
with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 
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Deerce against Louis Mestier. Marked X bod fot. ae SS25, 
offered by Complainant. Entered and Filed January Tth, 79. 


Extract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
v's. . No. 3665. 
P. H. Moxsseaux et als. J 


This cause came on to-be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of January, 1575, and ex- 
ceptions filed thereto as reyvar-s Louis Mestier, one of the defendants 
in the above entitled and numbered cause, said report of said miaster 
having been made in virtue of an order of this court, and the same 
was argued by counsel; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said 
report ts confirmed and made the judgment of this court; and in 
accordance therewith it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed 
that the said Louis Mestierischargeable to the said complainant, Myra 
Clark Gaines, in the sum of fifteen hundred and thirty-five ;%°y dol- 
lars, with five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of one thou- 

sand and sixty-six dollars, from the 51st day of October, 1877, 
6044 until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have haw 

execution for the said sum of money, with Interest as afore- 
said, and costs. 


Decree against Pierre Minieville. Marked X C?, U.S. C. GC, No. 8825. 
offered by Complainant. Entered and Filed Jnanuary 7th, 1879. 


-Extract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
rs. » No.. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux ef als. } 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the Lith day of May, 1S78,and exceptions 
filed thereto as regards Pierre Minieville, one of the defendants in 
the above entitled and numbered cause, said report of said master 
having been made in virtue of an order of this court, and the same 
was argued by counsel; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said 
report is confirmed and made the judgment of this court; and in 
accordance therewith it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed 
that the said Pierre Minieville is chargeable to the said complainant, 
Myra Clark’ Gaines, in the sum of twenty-two hundred and sixty 
fjy dollars, with five per cent. per annum interest thereon from the 
Ist day of June, 1877, until paid, and that the said Myra Clark 
Gaines have execution for said sum of money, with interest as afore- 
said, and costs, 
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Decree against Jacob Neuhauser. Marked X C?, U.S. C. C, No. 8825, 
offered by Complainant. Entered & Filed January 7, 1879. 


Extract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 1 
vs. : No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. § | 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of January, 1878, and excep- 
tions filed thereto as regards Jacob Neuhauser, one of the defendants 
in the above entitled and numbered cause, said report of said master 
having been made in virtue of an order of this court, and the,same 
was argued by counsel; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said 
report is confirmed and made the judgment of this court; and in 
accordance therewith it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed 

that the said Jacob Neuhauser is chargeable to the said com- 
6045 plainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of eleven hundred 

and thirty-one dollars, with five per cent. per annum interest 
on the sum of seven hundred and seventy dollars from the 31st day 
of October, 1877, until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines 
have execution for said sum of money, with Interest as aforesaid, 
and costs. 


Decree against J. P. Perez, Marked X C?, U.S. C. C., No. 8825, offered 
by Complainant. Entered and Filed January Tth, S79. 


Extract from. the Minutes. 


Myra Clark GAINES ( 7 
vs. No. 3665. 


P. H. Monsseaux et als. j 


This cause came on to be futther heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of January, 1878, and ex- 
ceptions filed thereto, as regards J. P. Perez, one of the defendants in 
the above entitled and numbered cause, said report of said master 
having been made in virtue of an order of this court, and the same 
was argued by counsel; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said 
report is confirmed and made the judgment of this court; and in 


accordance therewith it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed - 


that the said J. P. Perez is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra 
Clark Gaines, in the sum of forty-three hundred and two 4%) dol- 
lars, with five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of two thou- 
sand and seventy-four ;,°, dollars, from the 5lst day of October, 
1877, until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execu- 
tion for said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs, 


7th, 1S79. ! 
Extract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
ys ». No. 3665. 


_ THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GALNES. IS7 1 
| Decree against Mrs. P.O. i Yrouw and Jules Cassard. Marked X Cc, [? 
NS. CU. C., No. SS25, offered by Complainant. lntere d and hil d January 


P. H. Monsseavux e¢ als. } 


ISTS, and exceptions filed thereto as regards Mrs. P. O. Peyroux 
and Jules Cassard, two of the defendants in the above entitled 
and numbered cause, said report of said master having been 
made in virtue of an order of this court, and the same was 

argued by counsel; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, 
6046 said said report is contirmed and made the judgment of 

this court; and in accordance therewith it is further or- 
dered, adjudged, and decreed that the said Mrs. O. P. Pey- 
roux and Jules Cassard are chargeable to the said complainant, 
Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of sixty-seven hundred and thirty- 
two 73, dollars, with five per cent. per annum interest on the sum 
of forty-nine hundred and cighty-seven 3" dollars from the 31st 
day of October, 1877, until paid, and that the said Myra Clark 
Gaines have execution for said sum of money, with interest as 
aforesaid, and costs. 


f This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of 
| Ernest Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of January, 


_ 


Decree against FE. Parocelle. Marked X C? U.S.C. C., No. 8825, offered 


, — by Complainant. Entered and Filed January Tth, 1879. 
i Extract from the Minutes. 
| Myra CLARK GAINES 
rs. -No. 5665. 
P. H. Monsseaux ef als. | 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the llth day of May, IS78, and excep- 
tions filed thereto as regards EK. Parocelle, one of the defendants in 


‘ , the above entitled and numbered cause, said report of said master 
3 having been made in virtue of an order of this court; and the same 
r was argued by counsel; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said 
| report is confirmed and made the judgment of this court; and in 


accordance therewith it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed 
that the said E. Parocelle is chargeable to the said complainant, 
Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of fourteen hundred and fifty-two 


fey dollars, with five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of 
| twelve hundred and sixty-two dollars from the Slst day of May, 
IS77, until paricl, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execu- 

: tion for said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 
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Decree against J. B. Patrick. Marked X C?, U.S. C. C., No. 8825, offered 


by Complainant. Entered and Filed January Tth, 1879. 
Extract from the minutes. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
Us. . No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseacx et als. J 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report 
6047 of Ernest Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of January, 
IS7S8, and exceptions tiled thereto, as regards J. B. Patrick, 
one of the defendants in the above entitled and numbered cause, 
said report of said master having been made in virtue of an_order 
of this court, and the same was argued by counsel; and thereupon, 
in consideration thereof, said report is confirmed and made the judg- 
ment of this court; and in accordance therewith it is further ordered, 
adjudged, and deerced that the said J.B. Patrick is chargeable to the 
said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of six hundred 
and seyen 4/4, dollars, with five per cent. per annum interest, on the 
sum of four hundred and twenty-six °°, dollars from the 51st day 
of October, 1877, until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines 
have execution for said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and 
costs. 


Decree Against Heirs of Paul Pesquier. Marked X C?, U.S. C.C., No. 
8825, offered by Complainant. Entered and Filed January 7th, 1879. 


extract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
V8. . No. 3668. 
P. H. Monsseavux ef als. 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of May, 1878, and exceptions 
filed thereto, as regards Francoise Darmy, widow of J. Pesquier; 
Vivienne L. Pesquier, widow Sourtizzeau; Louis D. Pesquier and 
Bartholomy Pesquier, heirs of Paul Pesquier, defendants in the 
above entitled and numbered cause, said report of said master having 
been made in virtue of an order of this court, and the same was 
argued by counsel; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said re- 
port is confirmed and made the judgment of this court; and in ae- 
cordance therewith it is further ordered, adjudged, and deereed that 
the said heirs of Paul Pesquierare chargeable to the said complain- 
ant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of twenty-two thousand six hun- 
dred and eighty-three {yy dollars, with five per cent. per annum in- 
terest thereon from the Sist day of May, 1877, until paid, and that 

the said Myra Clark Gaines have executions for said sum of 
GO48 money, with interest as aforesaid, aud costs. 
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Deeree against Raymond Rousselot. Marked X C?, U.S. C.C., No. 8825, 
offered by Complainant. Entered and Filed January f 1S7%. 


Extract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. - No. 3668. 
P. H. Monsseavux et als. j 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of January, 1875, and excep- 
tions filed thereto as regards Raymond Rousselot, one of the defend- 
ants in the above entitled and numbered cause, said reports of said 
master having been made in virtue of an order of this court, and 
the same was argued by counsel; and thereupon, in consideration 
thereof, said reports are confirmed and made the jadgment of this 
court; and in accordance therewith it is further ordered, adjudged, 
and decreed that the said Raymond Rousselot is chargeable to the said 
complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of forty-one hundred 
and ten +4% dollars, with five per cent. per annum interest on the 
sum of twenty-eight hundred and seventy {°,%y dollars from the 51st 
day of October, 1877, until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines 
have execution for said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and 
costs. 


Decree against Geo. O. Reinecke. Marked X C?, UL S.C. C., No. 8825, 
offered by Complainant. Kntered and Filed January 7th, IS79. 


Extract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
rs. » No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux ef als. 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of January, 1S78, and ex- 
ceptions filed thereto as regards Geo. O. Reinecke, one of the de- 
fendants in the above entitled and numbered cause, said report of 
said master having been made in virtue of an order of this court, 
and the same was argued by counsel; and thereupon, in considera- 
tion thereof, said report is confirmed and made the judgment of this 
court; and in accordance therewith it is further ordered, adjudged, 

and decreed that the said Geo. O. Reinecke is chargeable to 
6049 the said complainant complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the 

sum of twenty-five hundred and sixty-seven ¥,°5 dollars, with 
five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of fifteen hundred and 
ninety-six dollars from the 51st day of October, 1877, until paid, and 
that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of 
money, With interest as aforesaid, and costs. 
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Decree against N. Rilliene, Marked X C?, UL S.C. C., No. 8825, offered 
by Complainant. Kntered and Filed January 7th, 1879. 


extract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLaArK GAINES 
vs -No. 36638. 


DP. Hf. Monsseaux ef als. J 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report- of ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th January and 11th May, 1878, 
and exceptions filed thereto as regards N. Rillieux, one of the de- 
fendants in the above entitled and numbered cause, Said reports of 
said master having been made in virtue of an order of this court, 
and the same was argued by counsel; and thereupon, in considera- 
tion thereof, said reports are confirmed and made the judgment of 
this court; and in accordance therewith it is further ordered, ad- 
judged, and decreed that the said N. Rilheux is chargeable to the 
said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of eleven thou- 
sand three hundred and twelve 4g dollars, with five per cent. per 
annum interest on the sum of seven thousand eight hundred and 
thirty-eight 34,5, dollars from the Slst day of October, 1877, until 
paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said 
suin of money, with interest as aforesaid, and eosts. 


Deerce against Estate of Rudolph Rousseau. Marked X C?,ULS.C.C., No. 
8825, offered by Complainant. Entered and Kiled January 7th, U79. 


Extract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs » No. 3663. 


P. H. Monsseaux et als. J 


This cause’came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of January, 1878, and excep- 
tions filed thereto as regards Alfred Rousseau, executor of the 

6050 estate of Rudolph Rousseau, one of the defendants in the above 
entitled and numbered cause, said report of said master hay- 

ing been made in virtae of an order of this court, and the same was 
argued by counsel; and thereupon, in consideration thereof said re- 
port is confirmed and made the judgment of this court; and in ae- 
cordance therewith it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed, that 
the said Alfred Rousseau, executor of the estate of Rudolph Rous- 
seau, is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in 
the sum of eight thousand and. thirty-eight ;°3, dollars, with five 
per cent. perannum interest on the sum of forty-nine hundred and 
fifteen ,°°; dollars from the 5lst day of October, 1877, until paid, 
and that the said Mvra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of 
money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 
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Decree against Albin Rochereau. Marked X C?, U.S.C. C., No. 8825, 
offered by Complainant. Entered and Filed January 7, 1879. 


Extract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. -No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseavux et als. | 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of January, 1875, and execep- 
tions filed thereto as regards Albin Rochereau, one of the defend- 
ants in the above entitled and numbered cause, said report of said 
master having been made in virtue of an order of this court, and 
the same was argued by counsel; and thereupon, in consideration 
thereof, said report is confirmed and made the judgment of this 
court; and in accordance therewith it is further ordered, adjudged, 
and decreed that the said Albin Rochereau is chargeable to the said 
complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of six thousand eight 
hundred and eighty-five 7,9; dollars, with five per cent. per annum 
interest on the sum of four thousand seven hundred and fifty dollars 
from the 31st day of October, 1877, until paid, and that the said 
Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of money, with in- 
terest as aforesaid, and costs. 


Deeree against Jean Sauvage. Marked X C?, U.S.C.C., No. 8825, offered 
by Complainant. Entered and file- January 7, 1879. 


Extract from the Minutes. 


6051 Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. . No. 3668. 
P. H. Monsseaux ef als. J 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of January, 1878, and excep- 
tions filed thereto as regards to Jean Sauvage, one of the defendants 
in the above entitled and numbered cause, said report of said mas- 
ter having been made in virtue of an order of this court, and the 
same was argued by counsel; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, 
said report is confirmed and made the Judgment of this court; and 
in accordance therewith it is further ordered, adjudged and decreed, 
that the said Jean Sauvage is chargeable to the said complainant, 
Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of fifteen hundred and forty dollars, 
with five per cent. perannum interest on the sum of eleven hundred 
and twenty dollars from the 51st day of October, 1877, until paid, 
and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of 
money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 
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Decree against The Southern Star Candle Manufacturing Company. 
Marked X C?, U.S. C. C., No. 8825, offered by Complainant. Entered & 
Filed January 7th, 1879. 


Extract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLrark GAINES 
Us. No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernes 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of January, 1878, and excep- 
tions filed thereto as regards the Southern Star Candle ‘Manufactur- 
ing Company, one of the defendants in the above entitled and Rum- 
bered cause, said report of said master having been made in virtue 
of an order of this court, and was argued by counsel ; and thereupon, 
in consideration thereof, said report is confirmed and made the judg- 
ment of this court; and in accordance therewith it is further ordered, 
adjudged, and decreed that the said The Southern Star Candle Man- 
ufacturing Company is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra 

Clark Gaines, in the sum of twenty-two thousand dollars, 
6052 with five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of sixteen 

thousand dollars from the 31st day of October, 1877, until 
paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said 
sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


Decree against Il. Spitzfaden. Marked NX C?, US. C. C,, No. 8525, 
offered by Complainant. Entered and Filed January 7th, 1879. 


Extract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. No. 3665. 
P. TH. Monsseaux et oe | 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of January, 1875, and excep- 
tions filed thereto as regards HL. Spitzfaden, one of the defendants in 
the above entitled and numbered cause, said report of said master 
having been made in virtue of an order of this court, and the same 
was argued by counsel; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, 
said report is confirmed and made the judgment of this court ; and 
in accordance therewith it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed 
that the said IH. Spitzfaden is chargeable to the said complainant, 
Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of one thousand and one ;%; dollars, 
with five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of seven hundred 
and two 455 dollars from the 51st day of October, 1877, until paid, 
and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum 
of monev, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 
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Deeree against Mrs. J. C. de St. Romes. Marked X C?, ULS. C. C, 
No. 8825, offered by Complainant. Entered and Filed January 7th, 
1S7!). 


Extract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Ee. No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. f 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of January, 1878, and excep- 
tions filed thereto as regards Mrs. J.C. de St. Romes, one of the 
defendants in the above entitled and numbered cause, said report 
of said master having been made in virtue of an order of this court, 
and the same was argued by counsel; and thereupon, in considera- 
ation thereof, said report is confirmed and made the judgment of 

this court; and in accordance therewith it is further ordered, 
6053 adjudged, and decreed that the said Mrs. J. C. de St. Romes 

is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in 
the sum of fifty-two thousand five hundred and seventy #3, dollars, 
with five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of thirty-four 
thousand one hundred and thirty-one dollars from the 51st day of 
October, 1877, until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines 
have execution for said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and 
costs. 


Decree against Estate of J. Saliba. Marked X C?, ULS.C. C., No. 8825, 


offered by Complainant. Entered and Filed January Tth, US7T9. 
Extract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
VS. . No. 3663. 


P. TH. Monsseaux et als. ) 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of January, 1878, and ex- 
ceptions filed thereto as regards the estate of J. Saliba, one of the 
defendants in the above entitled and numbered cause, said report of 
said master having been made in virtue of an order of this court, 
and the same was argued by counsel; and thereupon, in considera- 
tion thereof, said report is confirmed and made the judgment of this 
court; and in accordance therewith it is further ordered, adjudged, 
and decreed that the said estate of J. Saliba is chargeable to the said 
complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of two hundred and 
ninety-five ~j°y dollars, with five per cent. per annum interest on the 
sum of one hundred and seventy-four dollars from the 31st day of 
October, 1877, until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have 
execution for said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and 
costs. 
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Decree against Joseph Sabatis. Marked X C?, U.S. C. C., No. 8825, 
offered hy Complainant. Kentered and hiled January i, S79. 


extract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Us. -No. 36635. 
P. Hl. Monsseaunx et als. j 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest . 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of January, 1878, and ex- 
ceptions filed thereto as regards Joseph Sabatis, one of the defend- 

ants in the above entitled and numbered cause, said report of 
6054 said master having been made in virtue.of an order of this 

court, and the same was argued by counsel; and thereupon, 
in consideration thereof, said report is confirmed and made the judg- 
ment of this court; and in accordance therewith it is further or- 
dered, adjudged, and deerced that the said Joseph Sabatis is charge- 
able to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of 
nineteen hundred and twenty-eight ?;°) dollars, with five per cent. 
per annum interest 7n the sum of one thousand three hundred and 
thirty dollars from the 3lst day of October, 1877, until paid, and 
that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of 
money, With interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


Decree against Nancy Villars. Marked X C®, U.S. C. C., No. 8825, 
offered by Complaimant. [entered and Filed January Tth, 1879. 


Extract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
‘No. 3665. 


P. H. Monsseaux et als. 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of May, 1878, and excep- 
tions filed thereto as regards Nancy Villars, one of the defendants 
in the above entitled and numbered cause, said report of said master 
having been made in virtue of an order of this court, and the same 
was argued by counsel; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, 
said report is confirmed and made the judgment of this court; and 
in accordance therewith it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed 
that the said Nancy Villars is chargeable to the complainant, Myra 
Clark Gaines, in the sum of twenty-nine hundred and sixty-five #45 
dollars, with five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of twenty- 
eight hundred and seventy dollars from the 51st day of May, 1877, 
until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for 
said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


Ce ee ee ee ‘tila: sm REM, 
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Satisfaction of Judgment in Favor of Various Defendants. 


ixtract from the Minutes, January 9th, 1879. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
VS. No. 3665. 
P. H. Monsseaun et als. 


On motion of Wm. Reed Mills, solicitor of Myra Clark 
6055 Gaines, complainant herein, and on representing to the 
court that settlements in nature of compromises have been 
made between complainant and the defendants, Auguste Gautier, 
Aimee Gautier, Jules Bermudez, G. O. Reinecke, John and Pauline 
Bietry, Widow and Feirs of D. B. Maecarty, whereby the final judg- 
ments of this court in favor. of complainant against said defend- 
ants, rendered on the 6th and 7th of January, 1879, confirming the 
reports of E. Sabourin, master, as regards said defendants, have 
been settled so far as said defendants are concerned, it is ordered 
that said judgment- be and are held as satisfied and paid, under the 
provisions of said compromises. 


Decree against Septima Morel and Husband. Marked X C?, US. COC, 
No. 8825, offered by Complainant. Entered and biled. January 10th, 
IS7%. 


Extract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLarkK GAINES 
vs. > No. 3663. 
P. H. Monxsseaux et als. j 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of January, 1878, and 
exceptions filed thereto, as regards Mrs. Septima Morel and hus- 
band, defendants in the above entitled and numbered cause, said 
report of said master having been made in virtue of an order of 
this court, and the same was argued by counsel; and thereupon, in 
consideration thereof, said report is confirmed and made the judg- 
ment of this court; and in accordance therewith it is further 
ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the said Mr. Septima Morel 
and husband are chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark 
Gaines, in the sum of forty-three hundred and _ fifty-nine dollars, 
with five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of twenty-seven 
hundred and seventy-two dollars from the 51st dav of October, 
1877, until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execu- 
tion for said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 
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Petition for Appeal & Order as to A. Rochereau. Filed January 14th, 
LST). 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Us. . No. 3663. 


P. H. Monsseaux ef als. J 


GODG JosEPH FUENTES ef als. | 
i's 


No. SOSS. 
Myra CLAnkK GAINES. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
No. 403 


US. 


N. LoGue et als. 


No. 5ODS. 


US, 


L. Ff. Compron et als. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 


Us, 


J 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
( 


No. 4006, 
DENNIS CronAN cf als. | 


Myra CLarK GAINES ) 
Us. -No. 275-4. 


M. J. pe Lazarpr et als. J 


Myra CLarkK GAINES ) 
vs. . -No. GOSS. 
P. F. Aanetiy ce als. } 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) ) 
VS. » No. 4051. 
Cu’s Lessers et als. j 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Vs. . No. 5OO9. 
Q. Herman et als. j 


To the honorable the judges of the cireuit court of the United 
States for the fifth cireuit and district of Louisiana: 


The petition of Albin Rochereau, one of the defendants in the 


above entitled and numbered cause, respectfully shows that your 


petitioner is aggrieved by the final deeree herein rendered on the 
—, and signed on the 7th day of January, 1879, against bim, and 
in favor of complainant, Myra Clark Gaines; that this appearer is 
informed and believes that these is error to his prejudice therein ; 
that the said judgment is contrary to law and equity, and to the 
evidence adduced; and that the amount In controversy exceeds the 
sum of five thousand dollars. Wherefrom petitioner prays for an 
order granting an appeal herein from all orders and decrees herein, 
which shall operate as a supersedeas, upon petitioner’s giving bond 
in the sum of , as fixed by this honorable conrt, said bond to be 
filed within days from the — of said decree, and that this appeal 
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be made returnable to the Supreme Court of the United States on 
the first day of the next regular term thereof, and for all general 
and equitable relief. 


(Signed) pS Mae ‘TONNELL. 
oe J. Ro BECKWITH, 


Solicitors for Petitioner. 


“Orver.”—An appeal to operate as a supersedeas is allowed as 
herein prayed for and according to law, returnable In the Supreme 
Court of the United States the first day of the next regular term 
thereof, the appellant giving bond in the sum of eight thousand 

dollars, with security conditioned as the law directs. 


6057 January 14th, 187%. 
(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


Citation. Marshal Return. Filed January 16th, 1879. 
Circuit Court of the United States, District of Louisiana. 


The United States of America to Myra Clark Gaines, Greeting: 

You are hereby cited and admonished to be and appear at a Su- 
preme Court of the United States to be holden at the city of Wash- 
ington on the second Monday of October next, pursuant to a- ap- 
peal duly taken and entered of record in the clerk’s office of the 
circuit court of the United States for the fifth cireuit and district 
of Louisiana, wherein Albin Rochereau is appellant and you, the 
said Mvra Clark Gaines, are appellee. The said appeal being taken 
and allowed in the case of Myra Clark Gaines vs. 2. IL. Monsseaux, 
Albin Rochereau et als... No. 3663, consolidated with the eases of 
Joseph Fuentes et als. vs. Myra Clark Gaines, Myra Clark Gaines vs. 
N. Logue ef als., Myra Clark Gaines vs. T. F. Compton ef al. Myra 
Clark Gaines vs. Dennis Cronan ef a/., Myra Clark Gaines vs. M. J. 
de Lizardi ct al, Myra Clark Gaines vs. A. F. Agnelly et a/., Myra 
Clark Gaines vs. Charles Lesseps ef a/s., and Myra Clark Gaines vs. 
A. Herman et als., being numbers 8038, 4031, 5008, 4006, 2754, 4085, 
4051, and 5099 of the docket of said court, to show Cause, if any 
there be, why the judgment rendered against the said Albin Roch- 
ereau, as in said appeal mentioned, should not be corrected, and 
why speedy justice should not be done to the parties in that behalf. 

Witness the Honorable Morrison R. Waite, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, this 16th day of January, in 
the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy- 
nine. 

(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 
District OF LOUISIANA: 

J. R. Beckwith, being first duly sworn, deposes and saith that he 
served the within citation on the said) Myra Clark Gaines, named 
therein, by delivering the original thereof, a duplicate of the within, 

to W. Kh. Mills, Esq., the solicitor of record of the said Myra 
6058 Clark Gaines, in the City of New Orleans, in said district of 
Louisiana, on the 16th day of January, A. D. 1879, and leaving 
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the same with him after informing himof the nature thereof and its 
contents, and the said solicitor stating thereof, he aecepted the 
service thereot. 


(Signed) J.R. BECKWITH, 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 16th day of January, 
LS7!). 
[SEAL. | (Signed) C.S. RICE, 
Commissioner Dist. of Louisiana. 


Bond for Appeal. Filed January LGth, S79. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
rs. . No. Oe. : 
P. IL. Monsseacx et als. J 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

Know all men by these presents, that we, Albin Rochereau, as 
principal, and Charles T. Dugazon and Pierre Crabites, of the City 
of New Orleans, as sureties, are held and firmly bound, jointly and 
severally,unto Myra Clark Gaines in the sum of eight thousand and 
tive hundred dollars, lawful money of the United States of America, 
to be pr aid to the said Myr: a Clark Grauines, her he ITs, executors, ad- 
ministrators, and assigns, for which payment, well and truly to be 
made, we bind ourselves, and each of us by himself, and cach of our 
heirs, executors, and administrators, firmly by these presents; sealed 
with our seals and dated the sixteenth day of January in the year 
of our Lord eighteen hundred and seventy-nine. 

Whereas the said Albin Rochereau having heretofore, to wit., on 
the 14th day of January, 1879, taken an appeal to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, from and to reverse the decree ren- 
dered on the seventh day of January, 1S79, by the Cireuit Court of 
the United States for the fifth circuit, holding sessions in and for 
the District of Louisiana in the suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. 
Monsseaux, Albin Rocherceau etal.,-consolidated with Joseph Fuentes 
at als. vs. Myra Clark Gaines, Myra Clark Gaines vs. N. Loque et als., 
Myra Clark Gaines vs. L. F. Compton et als., Myra Clark Gaines vs. 
Dennis Cronan ef als., Myra Clark Gaines vs. M. J.de Lizardi et als., 
Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. FP. Agnelly ef als., Myra Clark Gaines rs. 
Charles Lesseps et els, Myra Clark Gaines vs. A. Herman et -als., 
numbers 5663, S058, 4031, 5058, 4006, 2734, 6085, 4051, and No. 5099 
of the docket the reof. 

Now the condition of the above obligation is that if the 

6059 above bounden Albin Rochereau shall prosecute his said ap- 

peal to effect, and shall answer all damages and costs; if he 

shall fail to make good his appeal and plea, then this obligation shall 
be void; otherwise to remain in full force and virtue. 


(Signed) ALBIN ROCHEREAU, 


By his attorney-in-fact, CHARLES T. DUGAZON, [1 s. 
(Signed) CHARLES T. DUGAZON.  [L.s. 
Ms PIERRE CRABITES. iL. 8. 
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Signed, sealed, and delivered in the presence of— 
(Signed) J. R. BECKWITH. 
‘ C. KE. SCHMIDT. 


Bond approved. 


(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, “Judge.” 


January 15th, 1879. 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, | 
District of Louisiana, pe: 

Personally appeared Charles T. Dugazon and Pierre Crabites, each 
of whom, being duly sworn, deposes and says: That he is the surity 
on the within bond; that he resides in the City of New Orleans, and 
is worth the full sum of ten thousand dollars over and above all of 
his debts and liabilities and property e —_— from execution. 


(Signed) T. DUGAZON. 
" p TERRE CRABITES. 
Subseribed and sworn before me, this 16th day of January, LS79. 
(Signed) Fr. B. VINOT, 


Commissioner UL S. Civeuit Court, District of Louisiana. 
Power of Attorney Annexed. Filed January 16th, 1879. 


Unirep STATES OF AMERICA, STATE OF LOUISIANA, 
Parish of Orleans, City of New Orleans: 


No. —. Procuration. Albin Rochereaux & aa Rochereau in liq. 
to M-ssrs. Dugazon, Crabites, & Merilh, 15th May, 1874. 


By this instrument of procuration, be it waste that, on this thir- 
teenth day of May, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hun- 
dred and seventy-four, and 9Sth of the Independence of — United 
States of America, before me, James Fahey, notary public in and for 

the parish of Orleans and City of New Orleans, duly commis- 
6060 sioned and sworn, and in presence of the witnesses hereinafter 

named and undersigned, personally came and appeared Albin 
Rochereau, Esq., of this city, herein acting as well in his individual 
name and behalf as in his capacity of as copartner and liquidator of 
the late firm of Eugene Rochereau & Co., of this city, now in liqui- 
dation, who declared that he has made and appointed, and does by 
these presents make, nominate, ordain, authorize, constitute, and ap- 
point, in his and his said firm’s place and stead, depute and put 
Messrs. Charles 'T. Dugazon, Pierre Crabites, and Ernest Merilh, all 
residing in this city, with full power to act, either jointly or sepa- 
rately, to be his and his said late firm’s true and lawful attorneys- 
in-fact, general and special, giving by these presents, granting unto 
the said attorneys full power and authority for him and his said firm 
and in their name and behalf, and to their use to conduct, manage, 
and transact all and singular the affairs, business, and concerns in 
the State of Louisiana of said appeared individually and of said late 
firm of Kug. Rochereau & Co. in liquidation of whatever nature and 
kind, without exception or reservation whatsoever; to open all let- 
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ters of correspondence addressed to them and to answer the same; 
to make and endorse promissory notes In — name and draw, endorse, 
and accept bills of exchange; to make checks and draw money out 
of any bank wherein the same may have been deposited in the name 
or for account of the constituent; to deposit drafts, bills of exchange, 
acceptances, and promissory notes or other obligations for collection 
in any bank, and withdraw the same or the amount thereof at pleas- 


ure by check or otherwise; to sell and transfer all or any shares of 


the capital stock of any bank or other corporate body owned by the 
said constituent, and receive and receipt for the dividends due or to 
become due thereon; to pledge and pawn all or any shares of capital 
stock of any bank or other corporate body owned by the said con- 
stituent, and to make and give any note or notes which may be 
necessary from time to time for the renewal of the same; to attend 
all or any meetings of creditors wherein the said constituent may 
be interested, and vote in their name on all questions and 


cases that may be submitted; to attend all or any meetings of 


the stockholders of any bank or other corporate body 
6061 - wherein the said constituerft, or his said firm, is or may be 

interested, and vote in their name on all questions and cases 
that shall or may be subinitted ; to borrow money from any bank or 
other moneyed institation, and the notes or obligations of the said 
constituents or those of others which shall or may come into the said 
attorneys’ hands for the use of said constituents,and make other notes 
or obligations from time to time for the renewal of allsuch or any part 
or parts thereof; to lease, let, or hire allor any houses or other real prop- 
erty of the constituentand receipt forand receive the rent or other com- 
pensation.as the same fall due ;.and forthe fullexecution of the purpose 
aforesaid to make, sign, and exceute in the name of the said constitu- 
ents all acts of lease or release, contract, compromise, covenant, deed, 
agreement, or otherwise that shall or may be requisite and necessary, 
and bind them thereby as firmly as if the same were or had been 
their own proper acts and deeds; to sign all bonds or other acts re- 


quired by the revenue department at the custom-house of this dis-- 


trict, or clsew-ere, and do all custom-house business whatsoever: to 
receive and attend to all shipments or consignments of produce, 
goods, wares, or merchandise that shall or may be made them, either 
for their own account and risk and that of others; to pursue the in- 
structions of the owners, shippers, or other- interested therein rela- 
tive thereto; to reecive and acknowledge notices of protest of all or 
any bills, drafts, or promissory notes to which the said constituent 
may be a party,and to act for the said constituents and be their sub- 
stitute in all cases wherein they — or may be appointed the agents 
or attorneys of others; and to ask, demand, have, take, and by all 
lawful means to recover and receive of and from all and every per- 
Soh or persols whomsoever, body or bodies corporate, all and every 
such sum of money, goods, debts, property, and effects whatsoever, as 
is or now are or may hereafter be in his, her, or their custody or 
possession, due, owing, coming, or belonging to the said constituent, 
Whether by bond, bill, note, book-debt, account, consigninent, be- 
quest, or for and by whatever reason and means soever; -and to that 
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end with whom it may concern to adjust and settle all accounts and 
upon recovery and receipt in the premises to make and give 
6062 good and sufficient discharges and acquittances ; to appear 
before all courts of law and equity then and there to do, 
allege, disprove, file petitions, make answers, defend, and prosecute 
as occasion shall require; to sue for and obtain any writ of arrest, 
attachment, sequestration, injunction, prohibition, quo warranto 
mandamus, possession, execution, error and appeal, and generally all 
process of law, and to that end to execute and furnish the necessary 
bond of securities, or to compromise, compound, cuniel “fF FCC in the 
premises by arbitration or otherwise, and the said attorneys shall, in 
their discretion, think fit. Also with full power and authority for 
said appearer in his individual name and for and in behalf of his 
said firm of Eugene Rochereau & Co. in liquidation to sell, convey, 
and transfer unto such person or persons for such price and considera- 
tion and or such terms and conditions as said attorneys-in-fact, or 
either of them, shall deem proper and advantageous all or any part 
or portion of the real estate or other property cither belonging to the 
sald Albin Rochereau or to his said firm of Eug. Rochereau & Co., 
and situated in the City of New Orleans, and State of Louisiana; to 
receive and receipt for the price of such sale or sales, whether in 
cash or in notes, and to seize and execute to and In favor of the pur- 
chaser or purchasers thereof good and valid tithes thereto; to pay all 
taxes on the property of the appearer and said firm; to oppose or 
approve all assessments, tableau, to cause all repairs to be made 
thereto; to cause all insurances to be effected, and do all and every- 
thing else that shall or may be required or necessary in’ the prem- 
Isecs In order to vest in the purchaser or purchasers of all or-any 
part of such property or unquestionable title thereto; and generally 
to doand perform alland every other act, matter, and thing whatso- 
ever as shall or may be requisite and necessary touching or concern- 
the affairs, business, and concerns of appearer, lis said firm, as fully, 
wmply, and effectually, and to all intents and purposes with the 
same validity as if all and every such act, matter, or thing were or 
had been herein particularly stated, expressed, and especially pro- 
vided for as he himself could or might do if personally present; alse 
with full power of substitution and revocation the said Albin 
Rochereau hereby agreeing to ratify and confirm all and 
6063 whatsoever the said attorneys attorneys shall lawfully do or 
cause to be done by virtue of this act of procuration. 
United States internal revenue stamp of the value of —— hereon 
affixed and cancelled. 
Thus done and passed in my office, at the City of New Orleans, 
State of Louisiana, aforesaid, on the day, month, and vear first above- 
written, in the presence of Benjamin Ory, Theophilus M. Hyde, 
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competent witnesses, who have signed these presents with the said 
appearer and me, said notary, after reading the whole. 
(Signed ) ALBIN ROCHEREAU. 
4 BENJ. ORY. 
, THEO. M. HYDE. 
“s JAS. FATLEY, 
Notary Public. 
A true copy. uw 
New Orleans, 16th January, 1879. 
(Signed) JAS. FAHEY, 
Notary Public. 


Petition for Appeal and Order asto Philip Avegno. Filed January 1th, 
S79. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 

Us. . No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. J 
JOSEPH FUENTES cf als. ) 

US. > No. SO3SS. 
Myra CLARK GAINES. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
| vs. . No: 4031. ile 
N. Loque et als. j 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
V's. ~No. 5058. 

L. F. Compron et als. J 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Ps, 


DENNIS CRONAN ef als. 


»No. 4006. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
sg. -No. 2734. 


M. J. pe Lizarpt et al. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
0. 6085. 


US, 


\ 

) 

\, 
P. I’. AGNELLY ef als, | 


‘ ' ~ 
Myra Clark GAINES 
vs. No. 4051. 
Ci’s Lessevs et als. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
VS. >» No. 5099. 
A. Herman et als. j 
To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States 
for the 5th circuit, district of Louisiana : 
The petition of Philip Avegno, Jr., one of the defendants in the 
ws 


above entitled and numbered cause, respectfully shows: That your pe- 
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titioner is aggrieved by the final decree herein, rendered onthe and 
signed on the 6th day of January, 1S79, against him and in favor of com- 
plainant, Myra Clark Gaines; that this appearer is informed and be’ 
hieves that there is error to his prejudice therein; thatthesaid jadgment 
is contrary to law and equity and to the evidence adduced, and that 
the amount in controversy exceeds the sum of five thousand dol- 
lars; wherefore petitioner prays for an order granting an appeal 
herein from all orders and decrees herein which shall operate as a 


supersideas upon petitioner's giving bond in the sum of dol- 
lars, iis fixed by this honorable court, said bond to be tilled 
6064 within — days from the of said deeree, and that this 


appeal be made returnable to the Supreme Court of the 
United States on the first day of the next regular term hereof, and 
for all general and equitable relief. 
(Signed) J. McCONNELL, 
” H. E. UPTON, 
Solicitors for Petitioner. 


Order. 


An appeal from the final decree rendered and signed on 6th Jan- 
uary, LS7, to operate as a supersedeas, is allowed as herein prayed 
for, and, according to law, returnable in the Supreme Court of the 
United States. the first day of the next regular term thereof, the ap- 
pellant giving bond in the sum of twelve thousand five hundred 
dollars, conditioned as the law directs. 

January 15th, 1879. 

(Signed) , EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


Bond for Appeal. Filed January L5th, IS7). 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
Us. > No. 3665. 
P. H. Monsseaun et als. J 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 

Know all men by these presents that we, Philip Avegno, as prin- 
cipal, and Jules Lapene, of the City of New Orleans, as surety, are 
held and firmly bound, jointly and severally, unto Myra Clark 
(iaines in the sum of twelve thousand five hundred dollars, lawful 
money of the United States of America, to be paid to the said Myra 
Clark Gaines, her heirs, executors, administrators, and assigns: for 
which payment, well and truly to be made, we bind ourselves, and 
each of us by himself, and each of our heirs, executors, and admin- 
istrators, firmly by these presents. 

Sealed with our seals, and dated the 15th day of January, in the 
vear of our Lord eighteen hundred and seventy-nine. 

Whereas the said Philip Avegno having heretofore, to wit, on the 
15th day of January, 1879, taken an appeal to the Supreme Court 
of the United States from and to reverse the decree rendered on the 
6th day of January, 1879, by the cireuit court of the United States 
for the fifth cireuit, holding sessions in and for the district of Lou- 


—" 
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isiana, In the suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. HW. Monsseaux, Philip 
Avegny, et al., consolidated with Joseph fuentes ct als. vs. Myra Clark 

Gaines, Myra Clark Gaines vs. N. Loque et als., Myra Clark 
6065 Gaines vs. L. F. Compton et als., Myra Clark Gaines vs. Den- 

nis Cronan et als., Myr: a Clark Gaines vs. M. J. de Lizardi et 
als., Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. F. Agnelly et als, Myra Clark Gaines 
vs. Charles Lesseps cf als., Myra Clark Gaines os. A. Harman et adls., 
numbers 5663, 8038, 4031, 5058, 4006, 2784, 6085, 4051, and No. 
5099 of the docket thereot. 

Now, the condition of the above obligation is, that if the above 
bounden Philip Avegno shall prosecute his said appeal to effeet, and 
shall answer all damages and costs if le shall fail to make good his 
appeal and plea, then this obligation shall be void, otherwise Lo 
remain in full force and virtue. 

Signed, sealed, and delivered in the presence of— 

(Signed) PHI. AVEGNO. 7 
Ms JULES LAPENE. 


Bond ap) yproved Janu: ary l. ath, LS7%. 


(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


Unirep States OF AMERICA, | . 
District of Louisiana, 

Personally appeared Jules Lapene, who, being duly sworn, deposes 
and says: That he is the surety on the within bond; that he resides 
in the City of New Orleans, and is worth the full sum of twelve 
thousand five hundred dollars, over and above all of his debts and 
liabilities, and property exempt from execution. 


(Signed) JULES LAPENE. 


Subscribed and sworn before me, this 15th day of January, 1879, 
In open court. 
Attest: (Signed) K. LOEW, Deputy Clerk. 


Citation. Filed January Sth, 1879. 
Thue Unirrep STATES OF AMERICA: 
Cireuit Court of the United States, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. . No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. | 


The President of the United States to Myra Clark Gaines, Greeting : 
You are hereby cited and admonished to be and appear at a 
Supreme Court of the United States to be holden at the city of 
Washington on the second Monday of October next, pursuant to an 
appeal duly taken and entered of record, filed in the clerk’s office of 
the circuit court of the United States for the fifth circuit and district 
of Louisiana, wherein Philip Avegno is appellant, and the 

6066 said Myra Clark Gaines are appellee-, the said appeal being 
taken and allowed in the case of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. 
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Monsseaux. et als., Philip Avegno ef als., No. 3665, consolidated with 
the cases of Joseph Fuentes ef als. vs. Myra Clark Gaines, Myra Clark 
Gaines vs. N. Loque ef al, Myra Clark Gaines vs. L. I. Compton ef 
al., Myra Clark Gaines vs. Dennis Cronan et al, Myra Clark Gaines 
vs. M. J. de Lizardi et al., Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. FL Agnelly ef ad, 
Myra Clark Gaines vs. Charles Lesseps ef al., and Myra Clark Gaines 
vs. A. Harman ef al, being numbers 3665, S038, 4051, 5008, 4006, 
2734, GOSS, 4051, and 5099 of the docket of said court, to show cause, 
ifany there be, why the judgment rendered against the said Philip 
Avegno, as in said appeal mentioned, should not be corrected, and 
why speedy justice should not be done to the parties in that behalf. 

Witness the Honorable Morrison KR. Waite, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, this 17th day of January, in 
the year of our Lord one thonsand eight hundred and seventy-nine. 


(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


Districr OF LOUISIANA: 


H. &. Upton, being first duly sworn, deposes and saith: That he 
served the within citation on the said Myra Clark Gaines, named 
therein, by delivering the original thereof, a duplicate of the within, 
to W. R. Mills, Esq., the solicitor of record of the said Myra Clark 
Gaines, in the City of New Orleans, in said district of Louisiana, on 
the 18th day of January, A. D. 1879, and leaving the same with him, 
after informing him of the nature thereof and its contents, and the 
said solicitor stating that he accepted the service thereof. 


(Signed) H. E. UPTON. 
Sworn toand subseribed before me this 18th day of January, 1879. 
[SEAL. | (Signed) F. B. VINOT, 


U. N. ( OMLINISSIONE Z 


Petition for Appeal and Order to J. L. Gubernator. Filed January 
loth, US7To. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Us. . No. 3663. 


P. H. Monsseaux et als. | 


Consolidated with Joseph Fuentes ef als. vs. Myra Clark 
6067 Gaines, No. 8083; Myra Clark Gaines vs. N. Loque et als., 
number 4031 ; Myra Clark Gaines vs. L. F. Compton ct als., 
number 5058; Myra Clark Gaines vs. Denis Cronan et als., number 
4006; Myra Clark Gaines vs. M. J. de Lizardi e¢ als., number 2754 ; 
Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. F. Agnelly et als., number 6085; ‘Myra 
Clark Gaines vs. Charles Lesseps ef a/s., number 4051; Myra Clark 
Gaines vs. A. Harman et als., number 5099. 
To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States 
for the fifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 
The petition of J. L. Gubernator, one of the defendants in the 
above entitled and numbered cause, respectfully shows: 
That your petitioner is aggrieved by the final decree herein ren- 
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dered on the —, and signed on the 6th day of January, 1879, against 
him and in favor of complainant, Myra Clark Gaines; that this ap- 
pearer is informed and believes that there is error to his prejudice 
therein; that the said judgment is contrary to law and equity and 
to the evidence adduced, and that the amount in controversy ex- 
ceeds the sum of five thousand dollars. 

Wherefore petitioner prays for an order granting an appeal herein 


from all orders and decrees herein, which shall operate as a super- vw 
sedeas, upon petitioners giving bond in the sum of dollars, as 


fixed by this honorable court, said bond to be filed within — days 
from the — of said decree, and that this appeal be made returnable 
to the Supreme Court of the United States on the ‘first day of the 
next regular term thereof, and for all general and equitable relief. 
(Signed) kk. W. HUNTINGTON, 
Solicitor for Petitioner. 
Order. 


An appeal from the final decree rendered and signed January 
Gth, 1879, to operate as a supersedeas, is allowed, as herein prayed 
for and according to law, returnable in the Supreme Court of the 
United States the first day of the next regular term thereo’, the ap- 
pellant giving bond in the sum of fifteen thousand dollars, with 
security conditioned as the law directs. 

January 15th, 1879. 

(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


6068 Citation. 
THe Untrep States or AMERICA: 
Circuit Court of the United States, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. > No. 5665. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. J 

The President of the United States to Myra Clark Gaines, Greeting : 

You are hereby cited and admonished to be and appear at a Su- 
preme Court of the United States to be holden at the city of Wash- 
ington on the second Monday of October next, pursuant to an ap- 
peal duly taken and entered of record, filed in the clerk’s office of 
the circuit court of the United States for the fifth cireuit and dis- rd 
trict of Louisiana, wherein J. L. Gubernator is appellant and the 
said Myra Clark Gaines is appellee, the said appeal being taken and 
allowed in the case of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux, J. L. 
Gubernator, et al., No. 5663, consolidated with the cases of Joseph 
Fuentes ct al. vs. Myra Clark Gaines, Myra Clark Gaines vs. N. Loque 
et al., Myra Clark Gaines vs. L. F. Compton et al., Myra Clark Gaines ° 
vs. Dennis Cronan ef al., Myra Clark Gaines vs. M. J. de Lizardi et a/., 
Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. F. Agnelly ef al, Myra Clark Gaines vs. 
Charles Lesseps ef a/., and Miry Clark Gaines vs. Abraham Harman 
et al., being numbers 3663, S058, 4031, 5058, 4006, 2754, 6085, 4051, 
and 5099 of the docket of said court, to show cause, if any there be, i 
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why the judgment rendered against the said J. L. Gubernator, as in 
said appeal mentioned, should not be corrected, and why speedy 
justice should not be done to the parties in that behalf. 

Witness the Honorable Morrison R. Waite, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, this 17th day of January, in 
the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy-nine. 

(Signed) EDWARD ©. BILLINGS, Judge. 


Marshal's Return. 


Received January 20th, 1879, by the United States marshal, and 
on the 50th day of January, 1879, served a true copy of the within 
citation and accompanying petition on Myra Clark Gaines, within 
named, through her solicitor, Wm. Reed Mills, Esq., by handing 
the same to him in person in the City of New Orleans. 


(Signed) W.G. ELLIOTT, 
Dy U.S. Marshal. 
6069 On this 51st day of January, 1879, personally appeared be- 


fore me William G, Elliott,a deputy U.S. marshal forthe district 
of Louisiana, and makes oath that he served a copy of the within 
citation and accompanying petition on Myra Clark Gaines, through 
her solicitor, Wm. Reed Mills, as stated in his official return hereon. 
(Signed) W. G. ELLIOTT, 
Deputy U.S. Marshal. 


Sworn to and subseribed before me, this 51st day — January, 1879. 
(SEAL. | (Signed) F. B. VINOT, 


United States Commissioner. 


Petition of Jules Cassard for Appeal. Filed January 17th, 1879. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
v8. . No. 36638. 
P. H. Monsseaux, Jutes Cassar, et als. } 


Consolidated with Joseph Fuentes et al. vs. Myra Clark Gaines, 
No. 8038; Myra Clark Gaines vs. N. Loque et al., No. 4031; Myra 
Clark Gaines vs. L. F. Compton et al., No. 5058; Myra Clark Gaines 
vs. Dennis Cronan et al., No. 4006; Myra Clark Gaines vs. M. J. de 
Lizardi et al., No. 2754; Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. F. Agnelly et ad, 
No. 6085; Myra Clark Gaines vs. Charles Lesseps et al., No. 4051; 
Myra Clark Gaines vs. A. Harman et al., No. 5099. 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States 
for the fifth cireuit and district of Louisiana : 


The petition of Jules Cassard, one of the defendants in the above- 
entitled cause, respectfully shows : 

That he is aggrieved by the final Judgment therein rendered 
against him on the — day of , 1S—, and signed on the 7th day 
of January, 1879, making him and Mrs. O. P. Peyroux chargeable 
to the complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of sixty-seven 


“Te de) med ) 


hundred and thirty-two 7y’y dollars ($6,752.72), with five per cent. 
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per annum interest on the sum of forty-nine hundred and eighty- 
seven (55 dollars ($1,987.50) from the Silst day of October, 1877, 
till paid; that he is informed and believes that there is error in said 
final judgment rendered against bim as aforesaid and in favor 
GOTO of said complainant, and the same is contrary to to law and 
evidence, and petitioner is desirous of having and prosecut- 
ing and appeal therefrom and from all orders, and judgment to 
operate as a supersedeas to the honorable the Supreme Court of the od 
United States of America. 

Wherefore he prays that an appeal herein from said judgment 
and all orders, decrees, and judgment herein as aforesaid be allowed, 
returnable to the honorable the Supreme Court of the United States, 
to operate — a supersedeas, on appellant giving bond in the sum of — 
dollars, as ordered by the court, conditioned and returnable accord- 
ing to law; and he prays that Mrs. O. P. Peyroux be served with 
copy of this petition and cited as a party necessary to the proceed- 
Ings In the premises, and for general relief. 

(Signed) BRAUGHN, BUCK & DINK ESPIEL, 


Solicitors. 


“ Order.” 


An appeal from the final decree rendered and signed January 7th, 
IS79, to operate as a supersedeas, is allowed-as herein prayed for, 
and according to law, returnable in the Supreme Court of the United « 
States the first day of the next regular term thereof, the appellant 
giving bond in the sum of ten thousand dolars, conditioned as the 
law directs. 
(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


January 17th, 1879. 


Service of petition accepted; citation waived. . 
(Signed) WM. REED MILLS, 
Solicitor of Myra Clark Gaines. 
Bond for Appeal. Filed January 17th, 1879. 
Myra CLark GaArnes vs. P. H. Monsseavx et als. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 

Know all men by these presents, that we, Jules Cassard, as prin- 
cipal, and Jos. Hernandez, as surety, are held and firmly bound, ° 
jointly and severally, unto Myra Clark Gaines and Mrs. O. P. Pey- 
roux, to each or either of them, in the sum of ten thousand dollars, 
lawful money of the United States of America, to be paid to the said 
heirs, executors, administrators, and assigns; for which payment, 

well and truly to be made, we bind ourselves and each of us, 
6071 by himself, our heirs, executors, and administrators, firmly by 

these presents. Sealed with our seals, and dated the seven- 
teenth day of January, in the year of our Lord eighteen hundred 
and seventy-nine. 

Whereas the said Jules Cassard heretofore, to wit, on the seven- 
teenth day of January, 1870,— taken an appeal tothe Supreme Court 


es 
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of the United States, from and to reverse the decree rendered on the 
7th day of January, 1879, and signed on the 7th of January, 1879, 
by the cireuit court of the United States for the fifth cireuit, holding 
sessions in and for the district of Louisiana, in the suit of Myra 
Clark Gaines vs. Philip H. Monsseaux, Jules Cassard, et als., consoli- 
dated with Joseph Fuentes ef a/s. vs. Myra Clark Gaines, Myra Clark 
Gaines vs. N. Loque et al., Myra Clark Gaines vs. L. F. Compton et al., 
Myra Clark Gaines vs. Dennis Cronan et al., Myra Clark Gaines vs. 
M. J. de Lizardi et a/., Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. F. Agnelly et al., 
Myra Clark Gaines vs. Charles Lesseps et al., Myra Clark Gaines vs. 
A. Harman ef al., numbers 3663, 8038, 4031, 5058, 4006, 2734, 6085, 
4051, 5099 : 

Now the condition of the above obligation is that if the above- 
bounden Jules Cassard shall prosecute his said appeal to effect, and 
shall answer all damages and costs if he shall fail to make good his 
plea, then this obligation shall be void; otherwise to remain in full 
force and virtue. 

(Signed) JULES CASSARD. [t. ‘J 
J. HERNANDEZ. — [L.s. 


Signed, sealed, and delivered in the presence of— 


A 
\ 


Approved. 
(Signed) WM. REED MILLS, 
Solicitor of Myra Clark Gaines. 
January 19th, 1879. 
Kntry at Rules. 
Extract from Chancery Order Book, January 24th, 1879. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 


vs . No. 8663. 


P. H. Monssravx et als. 


The parties hereto are notified that E. Sabourin, master in chan- 
cery, has this day filed separate reports of rents and profits as be- 
tween the complainant and the following-named defendants, viz: 
Jules Baudue, Mrs. Francis J. Bauduc, Joseph Dubue, John Hoey, 
Stanislas Weber, and Emma Walton. 


6072 Report of Master in Chancery as to Joseph Badue. Filed January 
24th, ISTO. Marked X C? in No. 8825, offered by Complain- 
ant Aug. 18, 1880. 
Master’s Court. 
Myra CLarK GAINES 
vs, > No. 3665. 
Josepn Dubuc et als. 
24 OcTorner, 1877. 
This case came up for hearing. Complainant represented by her 
solicitor, W. Reed Mills. After due and diligent search and inquiry, 
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the defendant personally not having been found, and not making 
an appearance In person or by attorney, this evidence is taken ex 
parte at the request of the solicitor of thie complainant. 

The property consists of three lots of ground in square bounded 
by Toulouse, Salcedo, St. Peter, and Gayoso streets. 

J. W. Davis, sworn for complainant: 

[ have examined the property described; it is vacant. I esti- 
mated the value for use of this property at five (5) per cent. per an- 
num value since the time of its possession by the defendant. I have 
made my estimate for the same reasons as set forth in my examina- 
tion in the cases of I’. M. Jacobs, Mrs. 8S. Magner, and others relative 
to unimproved lands. 


K. A. Deslonde, witness for complainant, having heard the testi 
mony of J. W. Dar vis, co-oberates the same in every respect. 


Circuit Court of the United States, Fifth Circuit and District of Lou- 
islana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
US, . No. 3663. 
Josepu Dubuc. 


To the honorable the judge of the circuit court of the United States 
for the fifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Joseph Dubue by an order of this honorable 
court of the 22d day of June, 1877, having examined the testimony 

on file, and from information obtained from the offices of the 
6073 register of convevances and administrator of assessments of 

the City of New Orleans, and from information derived from 
from witnesses cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has the 
honor to report as follows: 

That under the order of court above referred to he was required 
to take an account of the yearly rents and_ profits or value for use 
accrued and accruing from the property in said order deseribed 
since the same came into the possession of the defendant, the prop- 
erty being three lots of ground in square 403, bounded by Toulouse, 
Salcedo, St. Peter, & Gayoso streets, and desiguated as lots No-. 20, 
21, & 22, measuring 93 feet front on Toulouse street by a depth of 
100 feet. 

This property was acquired by the defendant by purchase from 
the City of New Orleans, as per act passed before J. Cuvelier, no- 
tary public, on the 20th of June, 1848, and recorded 1 in the convey- 
ance book 43, folio 668. 

No improvements of any kind have been placed upon the prop- 
erty by the defendant since the date of his purchase, and it has been 
kept by him totally unimproved and vacant. 

For the reasons more fully assigned in the special report of No- 
vember 19th, 1877, and special report on unimproved property of 
11th May and 17th June, 1878, annexed to the case of Larquie, there 
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will — allowed in favor of complainant a yearly rental or value for 
use at the rate of five per cent. per -year, that Is to say, clear from 
all taxes and charges whatsoever, to be computed on the amount of 
seventy per cent. on the price which said lots of ground brought at 
the auction sale of March, 1857, process-verbal of which is in evi- 
dence herein, said allowance to begin from the date of the purchase 
of said property, and to continue until the property is delivered to 
complainant, the computation being here made until the 20th day 
of June, 1878, with five per cent. interest on said yearly rents. 
No taxes paid are to be allowed defendant in accordance with the 
opinion of the master granting five per cent. on the value of 
6074 the property estimated as aforesaid as the annual rent or value 
for use. 
Rent or value for use, 3 lots in square No. 51, sold in 


a sisi seein iaeaatiniiee aac eaatieal «an oe 

7- per cent. of which would be the value of the property 
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. 2 308 O5 
Master’s costs, 8150. 


Respectfully submitted. : 
(Signed) 2 Kk. SABOURIN, 

: Master in Chancery. 

New Orleans, 15th June, 1877. 


Report of Master in Chancery asto Mrs. Francis J. Baudue. Filed Jan- 
vary 24,1879. Marked X C* in No. 8825, offered by Complainant Au- 
gust 1Sth. LSSO, ‘ 


Master’s Court. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
rs. >No. 3663. 
Mrs. Francis J. Baupue. | 
24 OcTroBeER, 1877. 


This case came up for hearing. Complains ant represented by her 
solicitor, W. Reed Mills. After due and diligent search and inquiry, 
the defendant personally not having been found, and not making 
an appearance in person or by attorney, this evidence is taken ex 
parte at the request of the solicitor of complainant. The property 
consists of three lots of ground in the square bounded by Broad, 
Dumaine, Dorgenois, and St. Phillip streets. 


J. W. Davis, sworn for complainant: 


[ have examined the property described. It is all vacant. I esti- 
mate the value for use of this property at five (5) per cent. per an- 
num net on its value since the time of its possession by the defend- 
ant. Ihave made my estimate for the same reasons as set forth in 
my examination in the cases of F. M. Jacobs, Mrs. 8S. Magner, and 
others, relative to unimproved lands. 


EK. A. Deslonde, witness for complainant, having heard the testi- 
mony of J. W. Davis, corroborates the same in every respect. 


a 


ee 
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Cireuit Court of the United States, Fifth Cireuit and Distriet of 
Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
US. -No. 36635. 
Mrs. Francis J. Baupuce. j 


6076 To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the 
United States for the fifth cireuit and district of Louis- 


The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Baudue by an order of this honorable court 
of the 22d day of June, 1877, having examined the testimony on 
file, and from information obtained from the offices of the register 
of conveyance- and administrator of assessments of the City of New 
Orleans, and from information derived from witnesses cognizant of 
the facts connected therewith, has the honor to report as follows: 

That under the order of court above referred to he was re- 
quired to take an account of the yearly rents and profits or value 
for use accrued or accruing from the property in said order de- 
scribed since the same came into the possession of the defendant, 
the property being three lots of ground in square No. 341, bounded 
by Broad, Dumaine, Dorgenois, and St. Phillip streets, measuring 
ninety feet front on Dorgenois street by one hundred and eighty- 
seven feet In depth. This property was acquired by the defendant 
by purchase from M. Elliott, as per act passed before KE. Barnett, 
notary public, on the 24th day of May, 1853, and recorded in the 
conveyance Office, book 65, fol. SS. 

No improvements of any kind have been placed upon the prop- 
erty by the defendant since the date of her purchase, and it has 
been kept by her totally unimproved and vacant. 

For the reasons more fully assigned in the special report of Nov- 
ember 19th, 1877, and special reports on unimproved property of 
Lith May and 17th June, 1878, annexed to the the case of “ Larquie,” 
there will be allowed in favor of complainant a vearly rent at, or 
ralue for use at, the rate of five per cent. per year, that is to say, 
clear from all taxes and charges whatsoever, to be computed on the 
amount of seventy per cent. on the price which said lots of ground 
b-ought atthe auction sale of March, 1857, process-verbal of which is 
in evidence herein, said allowance to begin from the date of the 
purchase of said property, and to continue until the property is de- 

livered to complainant, the computation being here made 
6077 until the 24th day of May, 1578, with five per cent. interest 
on said yearly rents. 

No taxes are to be allowed defendant, in accordance with the 
opinion of the master granting five per cent. net on the value of 
the property estimated as aforesaid, as the annual rent or value for 
use. 


SO7G 
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Rent or Value for Use. . 
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63 O00 S deo. m 25 20 
63 OO 7 ” 22 OD 
63 OO 6 do. - 1S 90 
63 00 5 do. “ 15 7d 
63 00 4 do. ” 12 60 
63 OO 3. do. ” 9 45 
63 OO > ~@€2. - 6 30 
63 00 lL @a ve 3 15 
63 00 
Rent__- $1,575 OO RA nye Meme ee 945 O00 
$2,520 00 
GO7S Recapitulation. 
FN iii ihiticnarine wine ncn oemneitntythtetain aeamepianintg ania aedeagal $1,575 
ERE SAG Oe OS ONE OO sn itaicavdi in cosaeidltiaiig: (lie ieliniiamlaseiiecdia 945 
Es TO COURIER, o.oo. 5 cei cnn ction $2,520 


Master’s costs, $150.00. 


tespectfully submitted. 


(Signed) 


New Orleans, 15th August, 1878. 


E. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 


———_. a... B-—~ & 
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Report of Master in Chancery as to Jules Baudue. Filed Junuary 24th, 
1879. Marked XXI C? in No. 8525, offered by Complainant Aug. 
18, 1880. 

Master’s Court. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Us. » No. 3665. 
JULES Baupvue. 
247TH Octoper, 15877. 

This case came up for hearing, complainant represented by her 
solicitor, W. Reed Mills. After due and diligent search and inquiry, 
the defendant personally not having been found and not making 
an appearance in person or by attorney, this evidence is taken ex 
parte, at the request of the solicitor of complainant. The property 
consists of three lots of ground in the square bounded by St Philip, 
Broad, Dumaine, and Dorgenois streets. 

J. W. Davis, sworn for complainant: 

I have examined the property deseribed, it is all vaeant. I esti- 
mate the value for use of this property at five (5) per cent. per an- 
num net on its value since the time of its possession by defendant. 
I have made my estimate for the same reasons as set forth in my 
examination in the cases of I. M. Jacobs, Mrs. 8. Magner, and others, 
relative to unimproved lands. 

i. A. Deslonde, witness for complainant, having heard the testi- 
mony of J. W. Davis, corroberates the same in every respect. 


Circuit Court of the United States, Fifth Circuit and District of 
Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. No. 3663. 
JuLes Baupve. if 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States 
for the fifth cireuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned master in chancery, to whom was referred the 

above case of Gaines vs. Baudue, by an order of the honorable 
6079 court of the 22d of June, 1877, having examined the: testi- 

mony on file, and from information obtained from the offices 
of the register of conveyance and administration of assessments of 
the City of New Orleans, and from information derived from wit- 
ness cognizant of the facts connected therewith has the honor to 
report as follows: 

That, under the order of the court above referred to, he was re- 
quired to take an account of the yearly rents and profits, or value 
for use, accrued and accruing from the property in said order de- 
scribed, since the same into the possession of the defendant: the 
property being three lots of ground in square No. 341, bounded by 
St. Philip, Broad, Dumaine, and Dorgenois streets, measuring 93 
feet front on St. Philip, by a depth of 100 feet, and forming the 
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corner of Dorgenois street. This property was acquired by the de- 
fendant by purchase from F. J. Bauduc, as per act passed before I. 
Barnett, notary public, on the 11th day of August, 1555, and recorded 
In CONVCVAahce office, book 75, folio LOG. No Improvements of any 
kind have been placed upon the property by the defendant since 
the date of his purchase, and it has been kept by him totally unim 
proved and vacant. 

For the reasons more fully assigned in the special report of No- 


vember 19th, 1877, & special reports on unimproved property of 


Lith May and 17th June, 1878, annexed to case of Larquic, there 
will be allowed, in favor of complainant, a yearly rental, or value 
for use, at the rate of five per cent. per year; that 1s to say, clear 
from all taxes and charges whatsoever, to be computed. on the 
amount of seventy per cent. on price which said lots of ground 
brought at the auction sale of Mareh, 1857, process-verbal of which 
is in evidence herein, said allowance to begin from the date of the 
purchase of said property and to continue until the property is de- 
livered to complainant; the computation being here made until the 
Lith day of August, 1878, with five per cent. interest on said yearly 


rents. No taxes paid are to [be] allowed defendant, in accordance - 


with the opinion of the master granting five per cent. net on the 
value of the property estimated as aforesaid as the annual rent or 
value for use. 


Ie nl or Lr ive for l se. 


Three lots of ground in square nineteen (19), sold 
GOSO mm 3607 GF... fos Rae OR En LED TN a aera 5 


: i onion $1,S00 00 
70% of which. would be the value of the prop- 


SN i NE ce inion: emits: donna ena aes wha 1,260 00 
Rent at the rate of 5% on value would be $65.00 per year, 
aud for 23 years.......... selisiiiiheiieekads lca cis cal 1449 00 

Rent. Time. Rate. Interest, 

O25 OO 22 years. D% 69 30 

63 O00 de. 66 15 

633 OO 20 do. do. 63 O00 

635 OO 19 do. do. OY SH 

63 00 1S. do. do. 56 70 

63 00 17 do. do. n3 5d 

63 00 16 do. do. 5O 40 

63 00 15 do. do. 47 25 

63 00 14 do. do. 44 10 

63 00 13 do. do. 40 95 

65 OO 12 do. do. of SO 

63 OO 11 do. do: 34 65 

63 00 10 do. do. 31 50 

63 00 9 «do: do. 98 35 

‘ 68 00 S do. do. 25 20 

63 00 7 do. do. 22 05 

63 00 6G do. do. 18 90 


63 00 5 do. do. 15 7d 
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635 OO 4 do. do. 12 60 
65 OO 3 do. lo. 45 
O35 OO » «do. clo. > Ov 
Oo OO 1 do. do. = fo 
Oo OO 
Rent $1,449 00 oo See eae 75 SS 
=? 
ridin ame ssemen-cn tideaiiiiege imide laa ae $2945 S85 


I iii iil lia licen tennant anion siak .... $1,449 00 
I i ai citi cnn einai tinda as gee 
Total due complainant ...... .........- nition aa ae 


Master’s costs, $150.00. 


Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) Ek. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 15th Aug’t, 1878. 


6081 Report of Master in Chancery as to John Iloey. Filed January 
- 24th, 1879. Marked NAL C* in No. 8825, offered by Com- 
| plainant August 15th, 1550. 


Master’s Court. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. » No. 3663. 
Joun Ilory. j 
Yr Ocrober, 1877, 
This case came up for hearing. Complainant represented by her 
soliciior, W. Reed Mills. After due and diligent search and in- 
quiry, the defendant personally not having been found and not 
making an appearance in person or by attorney, this evidence is 
taken ex parte at the request of the solicitor of complainant. The 
property consists of one parcel of ground known as square No. 455, 
bounded by Bayou St. John, ‘Toulouse street, and Hagan avenue. 


J. W. Davis, sworn for complainant: 


I have examined the property described; it is vacant. I estimate 
the value for use of this property at five (-) per cent. per annum net 
on its value since the time of its possession by the defendant. I 
have made my estimate for the same reasons as set forth in my ex- 
amination in the cases of F. M. Jacobs, Mrs. $8. Magner, and others 
relative to unimproved lands. 


——_—_—. ae = 


| i. A. Deslonde, witness for complainant, having heard the testi- 
mony of J. W. Davis, corroborates the same in every respect. 
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Circuit Court of the United States, Fifth Circuit and District of 
Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK ne 
vs. No. 3668. 
Joun Hoey. j 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States 
for the fifth circuit court and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. John Hoey by an order of this honorable 
court of the 22d day of June, 1877, having examined the testimony 
on file,and from information obtained from the offices of the register 


of conveyances and administrator of assessments of the City of 


New Orleans, and, from information derived from witnesses cogni- 
zant of the facts connected therewith, has the honor to report as 
follows: 

That under order of court above referred to he was required 

to take an account of the yearly rents and profits or value for 
6082 use accrued and accruing from the property in said order de- 

scribed, since the same came into the possesssion of the de- 
fendant, the property being one parcel of ground known as square 
458 (triangle), bounded by Bayou St. John, Toulouse street, and 
Hagan avenue. This property was acquired by the defendant by pur- 
chase from the City of New Orleans, as per act passed before J. 
Cuvellier, notary public, on the 10th day of October, 1548, and re- 
corded in the conveyance office, book 47, folio 182. 

No improvements of any kind have been placed upon the property 
by the defendant since the date of his purchase, and it has been 
kept by him totally unimproved and vacant. _ 

For the reasons more fully assigned in the special report of No- 


vember 19th, 1877, and special reports on unimproved property of 


lith May and June, 1878, annexed to case of Larquie, there will — 
allowed in favor complainant a, yearly rental or value for use at the 
rate of five percent. net per year, that is to say, clear from all taxes 
and charges whatsoever, to be computed on the amount of seventy 
per cent. on the price which said lots of ground brought at the auc- 
tion saleof March, 1857, process-verbal of which is in evidence herein, 
said allowance to begin from the date of purchase of- said property, 
and to continue until the property is delivered to complainant, the 
computation being here made until the 10th of October, 1878, 
with five per cent interest on said yearly rents. 

No taxes paid are to be allowed defendant, in accordance with the 
opinion of the master granting five per cent net on the value of the 
property, estimated, as aforesaid, as the annual rent or value for use 


a A et coo 


4 Ce ccceneranemeeentatiiticae meena 


a A A An Ba 
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Rent or Value for Use. 


The whole of square 64 sold in 1837 for.--.-.-------- 
70 per cent. of which would be the value of the property 


in 1848, say 


ee ee 


—< 


Rent at the rate of 5 per cent. in value would be $157.50 
i ce Oe PERS .... accaqucmecbnmminneds 


Interest on Rents. 


tent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
157 50 29 years. 5% 228 37 
157 5vV — - 220 50 
157 50 — oo “ 212 62 
157 50 yAR - - 904 7D 
GOS3 157 50 —_— = * 196 S7 
157 50 24 es ™ ISO OO 
157 50 — * - 181] 12 
157 50 — = . 1735 25 
157 50 21 : ” 165 37 
157 50 () “ “ 157 50 
157 50 _ * “ 149 62? 
157 50 — ™ ” 141 75 
157 50 7 - ” 133 87 
157 50 16 1. ” 126 00 
157 50 _—- * ” 118 12 
157 50 a. * ” 110 25 
157 50 ee o 102 357 
157 50 —_— * “4 Of 50 
157 50 _— a 86 62 
157 50 oO * ' 79 to 
157 50 {) " ™ 70 ST 
157 50 S “ ‘ O03 OO 
157 50 : Rag " ro 12 
157 50  .* . HG 25 
157 50 Ah ” - ou od 
157 50 . “ 31 50 
L57 50 3 ' 25 62 
157 50 - = oe 15 75 
157 50 oF “ 787 
157 50 


$4,500 00 


3,150 00 


4,725 00 


Rent_ $4,725 00 CI yiccckivenncnannes 3,425 65 


ND dicketeeittinieetenarierenirenencsseciain aapie ee $8,150 65 


404 THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES, 


Recapitulation. 


ic aid scaasnes alle ther poh seeps to ened in encasisdds cen angina acne i oie $4,725 00 
I eccicinsntolcdiine ison iiiatcy ihih ic  ddat aaaeal — 8,425 6d 
TOKE GHG Ce eRINANE ........cccwee capesascce Gee oe 


o 


Master’s costs, $250.00. 


Respectfully submitted. 

(Signed) Kk. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 15th August, 1878. 
Report of Master in Chancery as to Stanislaus Weber. Filed 
GOS4 January 24th, S79. Marked X XI C? in No. 8525, offered by 
Complainant Aug’t 18th, 1580. 
Master’s Court. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
Us. No. 3663. 
STANISLAUS WEBER. j 
24 Ocroner, 1887. 

This case came up for hearing; complainant represented by her 
solicitor, W. Reed Mills, Esq. After due and diligent search and 
inquiry the defendant personally not having been found, and not 
making an appearance In person or — attorney, this evidence is taken 
ex parte at the request of the solicitor of complainant. ‘The property 
consists of one lot of ground in the square bounded by Dumaine, 
Broad, St. Philip and Dorgenois streets. 

J. W. Davis, sworn for complainant: 

I have examined this property above described ; it is vacant. I 
estimate the value for use of this property at five (5) per cent. per 
annum, net, on its value since. the time of its possession by the de- 
fendant. J have made my estimate for the same reasons as set forth 
in my examination in the cases of FI. M. Jacobs, Mrs. 8S. Magner, 
and others, relative to unimproved lands. 

IX. A. Deslonde, witness for complainant, having heard the testi- 
mony of J. W. Davis, corroberates the same in every respect. 
Circuit Court of the United States, Fifth Cireuit and District of 

Louisiana. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. > No. 5668. 
Sranistavs Weper. J 
To thie honorable the judges of the circuit of the United States for 
the fifth circuit and district of Louisiana : 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Stanislaus Weber, by an order of this lon- 
orable court, of the 22d day of June, 1877, having examined the 


LO aay a 


LO a a: 
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testimony on file, and from information obtained from the offices 
of the register of conveyances and administrator of assessments 
of the City of New Orleans, and from information derived from 
Witnesses cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has the honor 
to report as follows: That under the order of court above referred 
to he was required to take an account of the yearly rents and profits 
or value for use accrued and accruing from the property in said 
order described since the same came into the possession of the de- 

fendant, the property being: One lot of ground in square 
6085 No. 541, bounded by Dumaine, Broad, Dorgenois, and St. 

Philip streets, measuring 29 feet front on Broad street by 100 
feet in depth. 

This property was acquired by the defendant by purchase from 
Jacob Icke, as per act passed before A. Boudousquie, notary public, 
on the 26th day of January, 1852, and recorded in the conveyance 
otlice, book 52, folio 45. 

No improvements of any kind have been placed upon the prop- 
erty by the defendant since the date of his purchase, and it has been 
kept by him totally unimproved and vacant. 

For. the reasons more fully assigned in the special report of 
November 19th, 1877, and special reports on unimproved property 
of 11th May and 17th June, 1875, annexed to the case of “Larquie” 
there will be allowed in favor of complainant a yearly rental or 
value for use at the rate of five per cent. per year, that is to say, 
clear from all taxes and charges whatsoever, to be computed on the 
amount of seventy per cent. on the price which said lot of ground 
brought at the auction sale of Mareh, 1837, process-verbal of which 
is in evidence heyein, said allowance to begin from the date of the 
purchase of said property and to continue until the property is de- 
livered to the complainant, the computation being here made until 
the 26th day of January, 1875, with: five per cent. interest on said 
yearly rents. 

No taxes are to be allowed in accordance with the opinion of the 
master granting five per cent. net on the value of the property esti- 
mated as aforesaid as the annual rent or value for use. 


Rent or Value for ( 'se. 


Lot No. 1 in square 19 sold in 1857 for_-.-.-------.--- S725 VO 
70% of which would be the value of the property in 1852.0 507 50 

Rent at the rate of 5% on value would be $25.57 per 
Vent, 606 GE SS YOars...... .. cuncenus ili caceiahisaeuctaiiesi G59 75 

Interest on Rents. 

tent. Time, Rate. Interest. 

25 37 25 years. o% Ol 70 

20 38 _— as OO AT 

2 37 — - 2) 20) 

25 38 — . 27 93 

25 37 _—-* Xs 2 66 


20 35 aw * ‘3 25 40 


PMU! PB se cacy . 


Pe PH 


“lost, ic tte e RaCEREENENT 
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25 37 ow * " 24 15 
5OS6 25 38 — 22 86 
25 37 7 ese " 921 60 
25 38 _— “ 20 33 
25 37 | ee ” 19 O06 
2) 38 +S ‘ 17 79 
25 37 a ” 16 52 
25 38 — . 5 25 
5 37 7 " 13 98 
25 38 10 « . or 
‘25 37 lig ’ ll 47 
25 38 ER on . 10 0 
25 37 : f ow 
25 38 iat ‘ 7 66 
2h of re ™ G 39 
23 od ey ™ 9 12 
2p Si s ” 3 8) 
25 38 . so 2 D8 
, 25 37 ao ¥ 1 2 
25 38 | 
Rent_... $659 7d ee SS Se 413 OS 
IE i ss initesinccisacesisnsiahiaciigtacdises tir aaiaiaiataait i rrr $1,072 83 
Recapitulation. 
iii this iim enlas an anon S659 75 
i ial ideal eal 415 OS 
PORE GR CRITE, 6 oi rnmiiicneidinoen ... $1,072 83 


Master’s costs, $150. 
Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) bk. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 15th August, 1878. 


Report of Master in Chancery as to Emma Walton. Filed January 24th, 
1879. Marked X C? in No.8825, offered by Complainant Aug’t 18th, 
1SSO. | 

Master’s Court. 


Myra CLARK GATNES ) 
vs. » No. 8663. 
KkMMA WALTON. 
24rH Octroper, 1877. 
GOST This case came up for hearing ; complainant represented 
by her solicitor, W. Reed Mills. After due and diligent 
search and inquiry the defendant personally not haying been found, 
and not making an appearance in person or by attorney, this evi- 


-—- 


€ == 
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dence is taken ex parte at the request of the solicitor of complainant. 
The property consists of five lots of ground in square bounded by 
White, Orleans, Broad, and St. Peter streets. 

J. W. Davis, sworn for complainant: 

[ have examined the property; it is all vacant. I estimate the 
value for use of this property at five (5) per cent. per annum net on 
its value since the time of its possession by the defendant. I have 
made my estimate for the same reasons as set forth in my examina- 
tion in the cases of F. M. Jacobs, Mrs. 8S. Magner, and others relative 
to unimproved lands. 


kK. A. Deslonde, witness for complainant, having heard the testi- 
mony of J. W. Davis, corroberates the same in every respect. 


Circuit Court of the United States, Fifth Circuit and Distriet of 
Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. No. 5663. 
EmMaA WALTON, j 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States 
for the fifth circuit and district of Louisiana : 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Emma Walton by an order of this honora- 
ble court of the 22d day of June, 1877, having examined the testi- 
mony on file, and from information obtained from the offices of the 
register of conveyances and administrator of assessments of the City 
of New Orleans, and from information derived from witnesses cog- 
nizant of the facts connected therewith, has the honor to report as 
follows: 

That under the order of court above referred to he was required 
to take an account of the yearly rents and profits or value for use 
accrued and aceruing from the property in said order deseribed since 
the same came into the possession of the defendant, the property 
being two lots of ground im square No. 558, In the square bounded 
by White, Orleans, Broad. and St. Peter streets, and measuring 60 
fect front on St. Peter street, by 114 feet in depth through to Orleans 
street. This property was acquired by the defendant by purchase 

from the City of New Orleans, as per act passed before C. FE. 
6088 Fortier, notary public, on the loth day of February, 15861, 
and recorded in the conveyance office, book 83, folio 627. 

No improvements of any kind have been placed upon the property 
by the defendant since the date of her purchase, and it has been kept 
by her totally unimproved and vacant. 

lor the reasons more fully assigned in the special report of No- 
vember 19th, 1877, and special reports on unimproved property of 
11 May and 17th June, 1875, annexed to the case of Larquie, there 
will be allowed in favor of complainant a yearly rental or value for 
use at the rate of five per cent. per year, that is to say, clear from all 
taxes and charges whatsoever, to be computed on the amount of sey- 
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enty per cent. on the price which said lots of ground brought at the 
auction sale of March, 1857, process-verbal of which is in evidence 
herein, said allowance to begin from the date of the purchase of said 
property and to continue until the property is delivered to the com- 


plainant, the computation being here made until the 15th day of 


february, 1875, with five per cent. interest on said yearly rents. 

No taxes are to be allowed in accordance with the opinion of the 
master granting five per cent. net on the value of the property esti- 
mated as aforesaid as the annual rent or value for use. 

Rent or Value for Use. 


2 lots in square 39, sold in 1837 for-_......--.---....-.. $],200 00 

70% of which would be the value of the property in 1861, 
BI cect ici ak Seana lit ee os its seeming ili S40 OO 

Rent at the rate of 5% on value would be $42.00 per vear, 
Re FF Pic tehnticcduniennnuiniibinndin 714 00 

‘ Interest on Rents. 

Rent Time. tate. Interest. 

42 00 16 years. D% oo GO 

4? OO 15 ” = 31 OO 

42. 00 ae yan 29 40 

42 OO a 1. 27 3U 

42. 00 12 , . 2 2O 

4? OO 1] , “ 2% 10 

42 00 _. * i 21 00 

42 OO ae ’ 1S 90 

GOS 4? OO . ” 16 SO 

42. 00 a. . lt 70 

4? OO ae ” 12 60 

4?..00 a. . 10 50 

42 OO ._ - ” S 40 

4? OW ¥ ” (5 OO 

42. OO 2 5 4 20 

4? OO | - = 2» 10 

4? OO 
Rent... $714 00 SS een en ET Son Dae Os 2S GO 
| ES eel ae sashaaiian tatiana ei eae S999 GO 
Recapitulation. 

TTD. ise neishinneisiasapiiag tiebiabamanes ummebeaaisdt a canteen el $714 00 
I Sane Reyne ae ene 2S5. 6O 
TORE US: COIN insists: woven ausnieneiniintnnteabaatinin S999 GO 


Master’s costs, $150. 
Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) EK. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chaneery. 
New Orleans, 15th August, 1878. 
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GHO90 Fi. Fa. vs. H. Spitzfaden. January 30th, 1879. 
UNITED STATES OF. AMERICA: 


Circuit Court of thle United States for the Fifth Cireuit, Holding Ses- 
sions In and for the District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
V's. > No. 3663. 
P. TH. Monsseaux ef als. 


The President of the United States to the marshal of the district of 
Louisiana, or his lawful deputy, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to demand from HH. Spitzfaden the 
sum of one hundred and ten dollars, clerk’s costs, 81.10, as well as 
your own costs under this writ, cash, which Ernest Sabourin lately 
recovered by judgment of the circuit court of the United States for 
the fifth cireuit and district of Louisiana, and if the same be not paid 
on demand, that then you cause the same to be made out of the per- 
sonal estate of the said II. Spitzfaden in your district, if sufficient 
personal estate can be found therein; but if sufficient personal estate 
cannot be found in your district, that then you cause the same to be 
made out of the real estate of the said HL. Spitzfaden, and that you 
have these moneys before our said court to render to the said Ernest 
Sabourin for the judgment aforesaid, on the — day from the date 
hereof, together with this writ. 

Witness the Honorable Morrison R. Waite, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, this 50th day of January, A. D. 
IS79, and 105 year of the [Independence of the United States. 


SEAL] (Signed) FP. A. WOOLFLEY, Clerk. 
Marshal's Peturn. 


Received January 30th, 1879, by the United States marshal, and 
on the 3d day of February, 1879, this writ is returned into the honor- 
able court satisfied in full as follows: 


TIN en tecesesstsiniinniaines ct iieniantey sini lia a til ocaliineeen ce 
CO I asics serie: asics stetidn tncetiennteenasievaiiie ee a 1 10 
ee UN Basia ninicmeinuscinkmanie ee 11 60 


$122 70 
New Orleans, February 5d, 1879. | 
(Signed) 


-_ 


» R. STEELE, 
Deputy Marshal. 
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6091 Fi. Fa. vs. Henry Larquié. January 30th, 1879. 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 


Cireuit Court of the United States for the Fifth Cireuit, holding Ses- 
sions In and for the District of Lousiana. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
VS. -~No. 36638. 


P. TT. Monsseaux et als. | 


The President of the United States to the marshal of the district of 


Louisiana, or his lawful deputy, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to demand from Henry Larquie the 
sum of one hundred and thirty-three ;4;y dollars, clerk’s costs, $1.10, 
cash, Which Ernest Sabourin lately recovered by judgment of the 


circuit court of the United States for the fifth elreuit and district of 


Louisiana, and if the same be not paid on demand, that then you 
cause the same to be made out of the personal estate of the said 
Henry Larquié in your district, if sufficient personal estate can be 
found therein; but if sufficient personal estate cannot be found in 
your district, that then you cause the same to be made out of the 
real estate of the said Henry Larquie in your district, and that you 
have those moneys before our said court to render to the said Ernest 
Sabourin for the judgment, on the — day from the date hereof, 
together with this writ. 

Witness the Honorabie Morrison R. Waite, Chief Justice of the 


Supreme Court of the United States, this 50th day of January, A. D.° 


1879, and 105 year of the Independence of the United States. 


[SEAL. | (Signed) Ii A. WOOLEFLEY, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received January 30th, 1879, by the United States marshal, and 
on the Ist day of February, 1879, I made demand of defendant, Henry 
Larquié, for the payment — within judgment and costs, or point 
out property to satisfy this writ, both of which demand- he failed to 
comply with, and the plaintiff failing to point out property, and 
being unable myself to find property to satisfy the same, and the 
delay allow- by law having expired, I hereby return this writ not 
satisfied. : 

New Orleans, April 10th, 1879. 

(Signed) ©. R. STEELE, 
Deputy Marshal. 


a - 
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6092 Fi. Fa. vs. Raymond [ousselot. February 1st, 1879. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


Circuit Court of the United States for the Fifth Circuit, holding Ses- 
sions in and for the District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
Us. No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux ef als. 


The President of the United States to the marshal of the district of 

Louisiana, or his lawful deputy, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to demand from R. Rousselot the sum 
of two hundred and fifty-six 6) dollars, clerk’s costs, $110, as well 
as your own costs under this writ, cash, which Ernest Sabourin 
lately recovered by judgment of the circuit court of the United States 
for the filth cireuit and district of Louisiana, and if the same be not 
paid on demand, that then you cause the same to be made out of the 
personal estate of the said R. Rousselot in your district, if sufficient 
personal estate can be found therein ; but if sufficient personal estate 
‘annot be found in your district, that then vou cause the same to be 
made out of the real estate of the said R. Rousselot in your district, 
and that you have those moneys before our said court to render to 
the said Ernest Sabourin for the judgment aforesaid on the 70th 
day from the date hereof, together with this writ. 

Witness the Honorable Morrison R. Waite, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, this Ist day of February, A. D. 
1879, and 103d _ year of the Independence of the United States. 


[SEAL. | (Signed) KF. A. WOOLFLEY, Clerk. 
Marshal's Return. 


teceived February 4th, 1879, by the United States marshal, and 
on the 4th day of February, 1879, | made a demand of defendant, 
Raymond Rousselot, for the payment of the within amount of judg- 
ment and costs or point out property to satisfy the same, both of 
which demands he failed to comply with; and the plaintiff failing 
to point out property, and being unable myself to find property to 
satisfy the s ume, and the delay allow- by law having expired, I hereby 
return this writ not satisfied. 

April 10th, 1879. 

(Signed) C. R. STEELE, 
Deputy Marshal. 


6093 Deeree against Joseph Hernandez. Entered and Filed February 
lst, IS79. 


Extract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
rs. -No. 36638. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. | 


This cause came on.to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
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Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of January, 1878, and excep- 
tins filed thereto as regards Joseph Ifernandez, one of the defend- 
ants in the above entitled and numbered cause, said report of said 
master having been made mW virtue of an order of this court, and 
the same was argued by counsel; and thereupon, in consideration 
thereof, said report is confirmed and made the judgment of this 
court; and in accordance therewith it is further ordered, adjudged, 
and decreed that the said Joseph Hernandez is chargeable to the 
said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of sixty-six hun- 
dred and _ tifty-seven 48,4, dollars, with five per cent. per annum in- 
terest on the sum of fifty-one hundred and fifty-one ,°) dollars from 
the 3lst day of October, 1877, until paid, and that the said Myra 
Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of money, with interests 
as aforesaid and costs. 


Decree against Kelix M. Jacobs. 
Extract from the Minutes, February Ist, 1879. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
VS. No. 3663. 


P. H. Mownsseavux et als. 


This cause came on to be further heard upon, the report of Ernest 
Sabsurin, master, filed on the 11th day of January, 1875, and excep- 
tions filed thereto as regards Felix M. Jacobs, one of the defendants 
in the above entitled and numbered cause, said report of said mas- 
ter having been made in virtue of an order of this court, and the 
same Wasargued by counsel ; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, 
said report is confirmed and made the judgment of this court; and 
in accordance therewith it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed 
that the said Felix M. Jacobs is chargeable to the complainant, Myra 
Clark Gaines, in the sum of eleven hundred and ninety-eight 
oy dollars, with five per cent. per annum per annum interest 
on the sum of eight hundred and nineteen dollars from the 
dist day of October, 1877, until paid, and that the said Myra Clark 
Gaines have execution for said sum of money, with interest as afore- 
sald, and costs. 


GHOO4 


’ 


Motion & Order as to Compromise with Florville boy. Entered and 


hiled Kebruary 19th, LS7%. 


In the Hlonorable the Cireuit Court of the United States for the 
Kifth Cireuit and District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
V8. * No. 3663. 


-P. IL. Monssreavux et als. j 


On motion of Alfred Grima, of counsel for Mr. Florville Foy, one 
of the defendants in the above-entitled suit, and on showing to the 
court that the judgments rendered in the said suit in favor of the 
plaintiff and against the said Florville Foy, decreeing that certain 


ttn: tilly pg 
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property claimed by said Foy belongs to the plaintiff, and allow- 
Ine certain revenues to her, have been satisfied, and that the said 
sults and judgments have been settled between the said plaintiff 
and I. Foy by an act of compromise, which was executed between 
them before James Fahery, Esq., notary in New Orleans, on the seven- 
teenth day of February, 1579, and that a certified copy thereof is here- 
to annexed, and on further showing that this mover, I*. Foy,did in the 
said act transfer unto the said plaintiff, Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines, his 
rights of warranty against the City of New Orleans and others 
herein. 

It is ordered by the court that the said copy of act of compromise 
be filed in the record of the said suit, and that a copy of this mo- 
tion be served on the City of New Orleans. 


Marshal's Return. 


Received February 20th, 1879, by the United States marshal, and 
on the 21st day of February, 1879, [ served a copy of this motion 
on the City of New Orleans, by handing the same to J. W. Patton 
in person, the mayor of said City of New Orleans. 

(Signed) E. S. CURRY, 
D’y U.S. Marshal. 


Act of Compromise between Myra Clark Gaines and Florville Foy. 
Filed February (th, 1879. 


6095 [seaL.] Unirep States or AMERICA, 
State of Louisiana, City of New Orleans : 


Be it known that on this seventeenth day of February, in the 
year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy-nine, and 
the one hundred and third of the Independence of the.United States 
of America, before me, James Fahey, a notary public in and for the 
City of New Orleans, and the parish of Orleans, State of Louisiana 
aforesaid, duly commissioned and qualified, and in presence of 
the witnesses hereinafter named and undersigned, personally came 
and appeared Mistress Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of 
New York, now momentarily in this city, party hereto of the first 
part, and Mr. Florville Foy, a resident of the City of New Orleans, 
party hereto of the second part, who delared that whereas the party 
of the first part has obtained final Judgment against the party of 
the second part rendered by the cireuit court of the United States 
for fifth cireuit and district of Louisiana, and signed on the thirtieth 
of April, 1877, and also in a certain suit entitled Myra Clark Gaines 
vs. P. Ti. Monsseaux and «/s., numbered 3663 of the docket of said 
court, the judgment of the thirtieth of April, 1877, decreeing the 
said Myra Clark Gaines, party hereto of the first part, to be the true 
and lawful owner of the certain real property hereinafter described 
and heretofore claimed by the said party of the second part, and the 
judgment of the —decreeing to the said party of the first part for 
fruits, revenues, and values for use, judgments against the said Flor- 
ville Foy in the sum of ,and costs, as fully set forth in said 

BUSG 
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judgments of the 50th of April, 1877, and that of the day of 
,Is7T%: Now, therefore, for the purpose of settling said judg- 
ments of the thirtieth of April, 1877, and that of the day of 

——. 187%, and in the form ofa compromise between the said 
6096 parties of the frst and second part, and in full satisfaction of 


“ 


ea 2 : a < aL . > 
mi ie ‘ ’ - os 
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It is hereby covenanted and agreed by and between the parties 
hereunto as follows, to wit: 
First. The said party of the second part does by these presents 
set over and transfer unto the said party of the first part the full 
amount of his actions respectively in warranty for the price of the 
property, and the rent, revenues, and values for use against his re- 
spective vendors, and the vendors of his vendors back to and to 
include the Citv of New Orleans, the original vendor, as set forth in 
the mesne conveyances from said City of New Orleans to the said 
party of the second part, including the right of the said party of the 
first part to demand and in default of payment to institute in her 
behalf suit or suits either in her own name, or in that of the said 
party of the second part, against any and all of said preceeding ven- 
dors, as she may’deem proper; and 

Second. The said party of the second part does also hereby agree 
to pay his share and portion of the costs of court In said suit of 
Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. TL. Monsseaux and a/s., as also of the mas- 
ter in chancery’s fees. And the said party of the first part, in con- 
sideration of the above agreement of compromise with the second 
party of the second part, ‘which she hereby accepts, gives and by 
these presents grants unto the said party of the second part full and 
final acquittance and discharge, and hereby acknowledges full satis- 
faction asagainst him, the said party of the second part, of said final 
judgments of the thirtieth of April, eighteen hundred and seyenty- 
seven, and that of the — day of ,cighteen hundred and seventy- 
nine, the latter being for the rents, revenues, and values for use ; and 
she does moreover sei over and release unto the said party of the 
second part, and to his heirs and assigns, the hereinafter described 
property so by her recovered against him, said party of the second 
part, by said Judgments of the said thirtieth day of April, eighteen 
hundred and seventy-seven, the value of which is for the sum and 


amount of five thousand one hundred, $5,100.00, dollars, and that of 


the — day of ——, eighteen hundred and seventy-nine, for 
6097 the sum of ——, for rents, revenues, and values for use, and 

which final judgments as aforesaid, she, the said party of the 
first part, as before stated, sets over and transfers to the said party of 
the second part all her right, title, interest, claim, ownership and 
demand in and to and against the following described property, 
to wit: 

Twenty-nine certain lots of ground situated in the second district 
of this city, in the square comprised within Broad, Dumaine, St. 
Philip, and White streets, and being lots Nos. one, two, three, four, 
five, six, seven, eight, nine, ten, eleven, twelve, thirteen, fourteen, 
fifteen, sixteen, seventeen, thirty, cantly -one, thirty- two, thirty-three, 
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thirty-four, thirty-five, thirty-six, thirty-seven, thirty-eight, thirty- 
nine, forty, and forty-one, of said square. 

And being the same property which the said party of the second 
part acquired by purchase from the said City of New Orleans, by 
five several acts passed before Eusebe Bouny,a notary public in this 
city, on the third day of March, 1859, duly registered in the con- 
veyance office of this parish, in book 76, folio 567, and of which the 
said party of the second part is still in possession. 

Thus done and passed in my office, at the city of New Orleans, 
aforesaid, the day, month and year written in the caption hereof, in 
the presence of Michel Victorin Dejan and Louis Gustave Elfer, 
competent witnesses, domiciliated in this city, who sign these 
presents with the said appearers and me, notary, after reading 
hereof. 7 

(Signed) MYRA CLARK GAINES. 
F. FOY. 
MICHEL V. DEJAN. 
LOUIS G. ELFEI 
JULES VIENNE. 
JAS. FAHEY, 
Notary Public. 


* 
\. 


Sratre OF Louistana, City of New Orleans: 


[, James Fahey, a notary public, duly qualified for the parish of 
Orleans, do hereby certify the above and foregoing to be a true and 
correct copy of the original act of compromise between Mrs. Myra 
Clark Gaines and Florville Foy, passed this day in this office. 

And I do moreover certify that in the margin of the third 
6098 page of said original act is extent the following acknowledg- 
ment, to wit: 

I acknowledge that Florville Foy has complied with the ob- 
ligation herein secondly taken by him, that is, to payment of his 
share of the costs of court and master inchancery in the suit therein 
mentioned, being two hundred and thirteen dollars to J. W. Gurley, 
master, and forty-six °°, dollars to the clerk of the United States 
circult court, as per receipts unto me this day exhibited. 

New Orleans, 17th February, 187%. 

(Signed) MYRA CLARK GAINES. 

Witnesses : 

WM. G. WILDER. 
JULES VIENNE., 


In faith whereof I grant these presents under my signature and 
official seal, at the City of New Orleans, this ISth February, 1879. 
[SEAL. ] (Signed) JAMES FAHEY, 
Notary Public. 
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Motion and Order on Behalf of P.. Aveqno, Jr., to Satisfy Decree, &e. 
Prese nted and Submitted hebruary 26th, LS7?). 


(‘nited States Circuit Court. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Us » No. 3663. 


P. a MonssEAux ct als. J 


On motion of A. Voohiries, solictor of Philip Avegno, a defendant 
herein, suggesting the annexed private deed of compromise of 17th 
February, 1579, and satisfaction of-the two judgments rendered 
against him in favor of plaintiff, to wit, 6th January, 1879, and 
80th April, 1877, decreeing complainant to be the owner of the prop- 
erty claimed in her bill of complaint, and to recover the fruits, rents, 
and revenues, and value for same. 

It is ordered that said judgments be decreed, satisfied, and extin- 
quished so far as said Philip Avegno is concerned, and that the 
recordation of the aforesaid judgments be erased in the office of the 
recorder of mortgages and alienations of the parish of Orleans, be 
also cancelled and erased. 


Motion on Be half of Jules Lapene lo satisfy Decree. Presented and Sub- 
mitted Kebruary 26th, 1879. 


United States Circuit Court. 


Myra CLarkK GAINES 
Us, , No. pier. 
P. H. Monsseaux ef als. J 


On motion of A. & W. Vooliries, solicitors of Jules Lapene, a 

defendant herein, suggesting the annexed private deeds of 

6099 compromise and and satisfaction of the two judgments ren- 

dered against him in favor of complainant, to wit, of the 30th 

April, 1877, and 7th January, 1879, decreeing complainant to be the 

true owner of the land claimed, and to recover certain rents and 
revenues and value of use— 

It is ordered that said judgments be decreed, satisfied, and extin- 
tinguished so far as said Jules Lapene is coneerned, and that the 
recordation thereof in the office of the recorders of mortgages and 
alicnations of the parish of Orleans be cancelled and erased. 

Extract from the Minutes, February 26th, 1879.” 
Myra CLArK GAINES 
Us > No, 3663. 


P. H. Monsseacx et als. J 


A. & W. Voorhies, attorneys for Jules Lapene and Philip Avegno, 
Jr., two of the defendants in this cause, this day moved the court to 
grant the orders prayed for in the motion now presented, and the 
court took time to consider, 
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Motion & Order to Issue Attachment. Filed Fe bruary 28th, 187%. 
United States Circuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
VS. -No. 3668. 


P. H. Monsseaux et als. J 


On motion of J. W. Gurley, Jr., masterin chaneery, and on repre- 
scuting to the court that in the matter as to fruits and revenues re- 
ferred to him as regards the defendant, Florville Foy, he had sub- 
poena- on behalf of the complainant said Foy as a witness to appear 
before said hiaster, on the 27th Instant, at two o'clock }). Thd., and that 
sald Foy, notwithstanding said notice and subpoena, was personally 
and in due time personally served upon him, yet failed to obey the 
saulmne— : 

It is ordered that a writ of attachment issue from this court against 
said Foy, returnable at the office of said Gurley jnstantea. 


Cdr -. 


Let an attachment issue as prayed for. 
hebruary 28th, 187%. 


(Signed) EDWARD ©. BILLINGS, Judge. 
Writ of Attachment against Florville Foy. 
6100 Myra CLARK GAINES | 
VS. »No. 3663. 


P. H. Monsseaux et als. } 


The President of the United States to the marshal of the district of 

Louisiana or his lawful deputy, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to attach and held in your custody 
the body ol Florville oy, so that he be and chp pear forthwith before 
J. Ward Gurley, Jr., master in chancery, in the City of New Orleans, 
to show cause (if anv ne has or can) why he should not be fined, aec- 
cording to law, for non-attendance as withess before said taster on 
27th day of February, 187%). 

Witness the Honorable Morrison R. Waite, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, this 25th day of February, A. 
DD. 1ST), and 1O1st year of the Independence of the United States. 

(SEAL. | (Signed) r. B. VINOT, 
: Deputy Clerk. 
Marshal's Lee furn. 


Received February 25th, 1876, by the United States marshal, and 
on'the same day attached the body of Florville Foy and produced 
him before J. Ward Gurley, Jr., master in chancery. 

(Signed ) C. R. STEELE, 
Deputy Marshal. 
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Notice to Alfred Grima. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. > No. 5663. 
P. H. Monsseaux ef als. j 
Unitrep States oF AMERICA, District of Louisiana: 
FeBRUARY 277TH, 1879. = 
The President of the United States to Alfred Grima, Esq., attorney- 
at-law, 14 Carondelet street, city : 

You are hereby commanded to appear before me, J. Ward Gurley, 
Jr., register in bankruptey for the district of Louisiana and, master 
in chancery, at his office, 47 Camp street, in the City of New Orleans, 
on the 28th day of February, 1879, at 2 o’clock p. m., and there to 
testify the truth, according to your knowledge, in the matter of Myr 
Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux ef a/., pending in the cireuit court 
of the United States for the 5th circuit and district of Louisiana. 
And herein fail not. 

Register’s Office, New Orleans, February 27th, 1879. 

(Signed) J. WARD GURLEY, Jr., 
Register in Bankruptey, District of Louisiana, 
and Master in Chancery. 


; : i av 
610] Wm. Gurley, being duly sworn, says: That he served a 


true copy of the within notice on Alfred Grima by giving the 
same to him in person at lis office, 14 Carondelet street, at 5.50 p. 
m., February. 27th, 1879. 


(Signed) WM. GURLEY. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me, this 27th day February, 187%. 
(Signed) J. WARD GURLEY, Jr., 


Register in Bankruptcy and Master in Chancery. 
Notice to James Fahey. 


Myra CLARK GAINES | 
V8. - No. 36638. 


P. H. Monsseacx et als. J 
Unirep Srates oF AMERICA, District of Louisiana: on 
Fespruary 277TH, 1879. 


The President of the United States to James Fahey, Esq., notary 
publie, 158 Common street, city : 


You are hereby commanded to appear before me, J. Ward Gurley, 
Jr., register in bankruptey for the district of Louisiana and master In 
chancery, at his office, 47 Camp street, in the City of New Orleans, 
on the 28th day of February, 1879, at 2 o’clock p. m., and there to tes- 
tify the truth, according to vour knowledge, in the matter of Myra 
Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux et als., pending in the cireuit court 
of the United States for the 5th circuit and district of Louisiana, and 
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to bring with you the original act of compromise between Mrs. Gaines 
and Florville Foy, passed before you during this month. 
Register’s office, New Orleans, February 27th, 157%. 
(Signed) J. WARD GURLEY, Jr., 
Register in Bankruptey, District of Louisiana. 


Wm. Gurley, being duly sworn, says: That he served a true copy 
of the within notice on J’s Fahey, Esq., by giving the same to him in 
person at his office, 158 Common street, at 3.55 p>. Mn., hcbruary 27th, 
LS7¥. 

(Signed) WM. GURLEY. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me, this 27th day of February, 
LS79. 7 : 
(Signed) J. WARD GURLEY, Jr., 


Master in Chancery. 


Motion and Order Reference to to Ch’s S. Rice, Master. Entered and 
Filed March 3d. 1879. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
rs. . No. 5665. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als.) 


On motion of W. Reed Mills, solicitor of complainant, it is 

6102 . ordered that the fees and costs of Ernest Sabourin, master, for 

his reports of fruits and revenues in the cases against the de- 

fendants, Jos. Dangel, J. B. Jacquet, Stanislaus Webber, Emma Wal- 

ton, Joseph Dubue, John Hoey, Jules Baudue, Mrs. F. J. Baudue, 

Widow J. A. Blechsmidt, Widow Pierre Cap, J. C. Pelhofer, be re- 
ferred to Ch’s S. Rice, master, to fix and determine. 


“ Ore i 2 it Mast y's ( certificate, Ae. 
Extract from the Minutes. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
Us, 


IP.) H. Monsseaunx ef als., as to Defendant, FLorvitie Foy. 


Maren oru, 1879. 
On due consideration of the question presented on the master’s 
certificate of Ist March, 1879, this day filed, the court rules as fol- 
lows: 
That as to fruits and revenues the suit must goon to ascertain the 
amount, but that no execution shall issue on the judgment. 
The clerk will certify this decision to the master. 


Letter from Alfred Grima. £itled March Sth, (S7%. 


J. W. Gurley, Master in Chancery, Ke. 

Dear Sir: Having been informed that proceeding- were to be— 
continue- before, and in reference to the claim set up by Mrs. Myra 
C. Gaines against Mr. Florville Foy and his property, and in order 
that my name should in no manner be connected with the matter, 
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I beg leave to say that I was e mi ployed Mr. I. Foy to examine this 
act of compromise with Mrs. Gaines, and to fileit in the United States 
circuit court in the suit of Mrs. Gaines vs. Monsseaux ef as., and 
that I have not acted any further as his counsel,and not his coun- 
sel or solicitor in the matter of the said suit, or In any Issue con- 
cerning or growing out of the same. 
Respectfully, (Signed) ALFRED GRIMA. 
New Orleans, Sth Mareh, 1879. 


Affidavit for Writ of Possession against Josephine Leduc. Filed March 
7th, UST 


United States Cireuit Court. “ In Equity.” 


Myra Chark GiATNES ) 
US. . No. 3668. 
P. H. Monsseacx ef als. | 


Win. IL. Wilder, agent of Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines, complain- 
G103- ant, being duly sworn, doth depose and say: That he did on 
the 17th day of March instant serve on Mrs. Josephine Ledue, 
one-of the defendants in this cause, a notice in writing demanding 
the surrenderof the property held by her, and whieh hi ud by judgment 
of the honorable the circuit court of the United States have decreed 
to be the property of complainant, as also did serve upon her a 
notice addressed to Mr. Pierre Meineville, demanding also the sur- 
render of the property formerly claimed by him, but which he sold 
to the said Josephine Leduc, and is now held by her as her own 
right; that the said Mrs. Josephine Ledue refused to deliver over to 
deponent said properties, or on any — to recognize said demand _ so 
made. 
Wherefore he ask- for a writ of possession. 


(Signed) W. H. WILDER. 


Sworn and subscribed to, this 17th Mareh, 1879. 
(Signed) IF. B. VINOT, 


United States Conimmissioner. 
” Nore.’ —Writ of possesslon to Josephine Ledue. 


“ Note.”—The above writ of possession to Josephine Ledue is 
missing from the files, and after due and diligent search cannot be 
found. 


G104 Reportof Rice, Master. Filed March U8th, 1879. Marked XX VII, 
U.S. C. C., No. 8825. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
rs. -No. 3668. 
P. H. Monssreaux et als. J 


On motion of W. Reed Mills, solicitor of complainant, it is ordered 
that the fees and costs of Ernest Sabourin, master, for his reports of 
fruits and revenues in the cases against the de fendants, Jos. Dangel, 
J.B. Jacquet, Stanislaus W cher , Emma Walton, Joseph Dubuc, John 
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Hoey, Jules Baudue, Mrs. F. J. Baudue, Widow J. A. Bleschmnidt, 
Widow Pierre Cap, J. C. Pelhofer, be referred to Charles 5. Rice, 
master, to fix and determine. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. -No. 3665. “In Equity.” 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. J 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States 
for the fifth cireuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, complying with the order of court entered 
herein on the 3d of March, 1879, appointing him to fix and deter- 
mine the fees and costs of Ernest Sabourin, master, for his reports 
of fruits and revenues in the cases against the defendants, Joseph 
Dangel, J. B. Jacquet, Stanislaus Weber, Emma Walton, Joseph Du- 
bue, John Hoey, Jules Bauduc, Mrs. F. J. Baudue, Widow J. A. 
Bleschmidt, Widow Pierre Cap, and J. C. Pelhofer—which order is 
hereunto annexed—begs leave to report : 

That without specially reflecting the same he makes the reasons 
assigned by him in his report filed herein on the 15th June, 1878, a 
part of this report. 

That that report having been approved by the court, he sees no 
reason for modifying the plan adopted therein for fixing the costs 
and fees of Master Sabourin, and accordingly annexed hereto as 
part of this report a tableau showing. the names of the several de- 
fendants, the fees fixed by Master Sabourin, the date of filing the 
several reports by him, and finally the fees recommended by the 
undersigned. 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 

New Orleans, Louisiana, March 18th, 1879. 


(Signed) CHAS. 8S. RICE, Master. 
G105 Tableau. 
Fees fixed by Fees fixed by 
Defendants’ Names. Master Date of Report. Present 
Sabourin. Master. 
Joseph Dangel-_...-------- $250 May 31,1878.... $166 67 
J. EK COU cies cnitwicrwsin 200 4 gud 133 33 
Stanislaus Weber_---- ---- 150) Jan’y 24,1879_--- 100 
ped WIN onc ccesemen 150 “ ands 100 
SORE DERG .cccemen cnn 150 , jeaicagile L100 
SO TORE .cttenceawe Skeeter 250 . en 166 67 
I I iii ithe 150 ” ates 100 
Bre. F. Jd; DABGRC..2.- oo«- 150 . aaa 100 
Wid.J. A. Bleschimidt——-—-. 200 May 31, 1878_-_-- 33 33 
Wid. Pierre Cap..---.---- 200 ; bat $3 33 


5.) Pee 250 . i 166 67 
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Order Homologating Ch’s Rice’- Report. 
Ixtract from the Minutes, March 18th, 1879. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. -No. 3668. 


P. H. Monsseaux et als. } 


This cause came on to be heard on the report of Ch’s S. Rice, 
master, on fees of FE. Sabourin, the master herein; and on consid- 
eration whereof it is ordered, adjudged, and decreed that said re- 
port be homologated, approved, and made the judgment of this 


court. 
I- is further ordered that said E. Sabourin have execution against 


the respective and several defendants for the amounts respectively 
and severally set forth in said report. 


Entry at Rules. 
Extract from Chancery Order Book. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
Us. > No. 3668. 
P. H. Monsseacx et als. | 
The parties in interest are hereby notified that Charles S. Rice, 
master, has this day filed his report in compliance with the order of 
court of March 3d, 1879, and that said report has heen homologated. 


Answer of Mrs. S. M. McLean. Filed March 19th, 1879. NJ, List K, 
U. & GC. C.. Neo. 8825. offered by Complainant. 


6106 United States Circuit Court. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
VS. -No. 3663. 


P. H. Monsseaux et als. { 

S. M. McLean, widow of William, H. McLean, to the bill of revivor 
on part of complainant against this appearer, adopt all and singular 
the pleadings filed by my said deceased husband, William H. Me- 
Lean, as-‘my answer to said bill of complaint and bill of revivor. 

(Signed) S. M. McLEAN, 
In Her Own Right and as Natural Tutrix. 


Agreement of Parties to Submit Cause. Filed March 19th, 1879. 
United States Cireuit Court. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
. US. - No. 3663. 

P. Hl. Monsseaunx et als. | 
In the above entitled and numbered cause as regards the estate of 
W. Hf. McLean, herein made defendant, it is agreed between said de- 
fendant and complainant that said cause shall be submitted to the 
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court upon the evidence heretofore taken in this cause on behaif of 
said complainant and of said Wm. H. MeLean. 


(Signed) S. M. McLEAN, 
kor Self and as Natural Tutrix. 
° W. R. MILLS, 


Solicitor of Complainant. 


Decree Us. Joseph Duhue. einate red and Filed Mareh 1th, LS7$). Marked 
XN C?, UL S.C. C., No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLARK CiALNES ) 
vs. -No. 5665. In Equity. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. J 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 24th day of January, 1S79, as regards 
Joseph Dubue, one of the defendants in the above entitled and num- 
bered cause, said report of said master having been made in virtue 
of an order of this court, and no exception having been filed thereto ; 
and thereupon, in consideration thereof said report is confirmed and 
made the judgment of this court; and in accordance therewith it is fur- 

therordered, adjudged,and decreed that the said Joseph Dubue 
6107 ischargeable tothe said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the 

sum of twenty-three hundred and eight ;3 dollars, with five 
per cent. per annum interest on the sum of thirteen hundred and 
thirty-eight dollars from the 20th day of June, 1878, until paid, and 
that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of 
money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs, including one hundred 
dollars fees of said Ernest Sabourin, master. 

(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


Decree vs. John Hoey. Entered and File- March 19th, 1879. Marked X 
C?, U.S. C. C, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
rs. -No. 3665. In Equity. 
P. H. Monsseaux ef als. } 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 24th day of January, 1879, as regards 
John Hoey, one of the defendants in the above entitled and num- 
bered cause, said report of said master having been made in virtue 
of an order of this court, and no exception having been filed thereto; 
and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is confirmed and 
made the judgment of this court; and in accordance therewith it 
is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the said John Hoey is 
chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum 
of eighty-one hundred and fifty 4%) dollars, with five per cent. per 
annum interest on the sum of forty-seven hundred and twenty-five 
dollars from the 10th day of October, 1878, until paid, and that the 
said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of money, with 
interest as aforesaid, and costs, including one hundred and sixty-six 
‘og Collars fees of said Ernest Sabourin, master. 


(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 
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Decree vs. Jules Baudue. Entered and Filed March 19th, 1879. Marked 
X 0°, US. C. C., No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


‘ 


6108 Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. . No. 3663. In lquity. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. J 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Hrnest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 24th day of January, 1879, as regards 
Jules Baudue, one-of the defendants in the above entitled and num- 
bered cause, said report of said master having been made in virtue 
of an order of this court, and no exception having been filed thereto ; 
and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is confirmed 
and made the judgement of this court; and in accordance therewath 
it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the said’ Jules 
Baudue is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, 
in the sum of twenty-four hundred and forty-five j43, dollars, with 
five per cent. per annum on the sum of fourteen hundred and forty- 
nine dollars from the 11th day of August, 1878, until paid, and that 
the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of money, 
with interest, as aforesaid, and costs, including one hundred dollars, 
fees of said Ernest Sabourin, master. ‘ 


(Signed) EDWARD ©. BILLINGS, Judge. 


Decree vs. M. F. J. Baudue. Entered and Filet March 19th, 1879, 
Marked X C?, U. S.C. C., No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. » No. 2063. In Mquity. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. } 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 24th day of January, 1879, as-regards 
Mrs. I. J. Baudue, one of the defendants in the above entitled and 
numbered cause, said report of said master having been made in 
virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having been filed 
thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is con- 
firmed and made the judgment of this court; and in accordance 
therewith it 1s further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the said 
Mrs. I. J. Baudue is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark 

Gaines, In the sum of twenty-five hundred and twenty dol- 
6109 lars, with five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of fif- 

teen hundred and seventy-five dollars from the 24th day of 
May, 1878, until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have 
execution for said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and 
costs, including one hundred dollars, fees of said Ernest Sabourin, 
master. 

(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


oe 


es 


* 
. 
\ 


Th 


THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 4925 


Decree vs. Stanislaus Webber. Entered and Filed March 19th, 1879. 
Marked X C?, U.S.C. C., No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs, . No. 3663. In Mquity. 
P. H. Monsseacx et als. J 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 24th day of January, 1879, as regards 
Stanislaus Webber, one of the defendants in the above entitled and 
numbered cause, said report of said master having been made in 
virtue of an order of this court, and no exceptions having been filed 
thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is con- 
firmed and made the judgment of this court; and in accordance 
therewith it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the said 
Stanislaus Webber is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark 
Gaines, in the sum of one thousand and seventy-two ¢¢'y dollars, 
with five per cent. per annum Interest on the sum of six hundred 
and fiftv-nine 74, dollars from the 26th day of January, 1875, until 
paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said 
sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs, including one 
hundred dollars, fees of said Ernest Sabourin, master. 

(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


Decree vs. Emma Walton. Entered and Filed March 19th. 1879. 
Marked X C?, U.S.C. C., No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. > No. 3663. In Equity. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. J 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of 
6110 Ernest Sabourin, master, filed on the 24th January, IS7o. as 
regards Emma Walton, one of the defendants in the above 
entitled and numbered cause, said report of said master having been 
made in virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having 
been filed thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said re- 
port is confirmed and made the judgment of this court; and in ae- 
cordance therewith it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that 
the said Emma Walton is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra 
Clark Gaines, in the sum of nine hundred and ninety-nine ,°,°, dol- 
lars, with five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of seven 
hundred and fourteen dollars from the 156th day of January, 1878, 
until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for 
said. sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs, including 
one hundred dollars, fees of said Ernest Sabourin, master. 
(Signed) EDWARD ©. BILLINGS, Judge. 


leon ct accent 
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Decree vs. Pierre Cap. Entered and Filed March 19th, 1879. Marked 
A'C*, US. C. C., No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLARK GAINES | 
Us, 


P. 1. Monxsseaux ef als. | 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 5ist day ot May, 1878, as regards 
Widow Pierre Cap, one of the defendants in the above entitled and 
numbered cause,’said report of said master having been made in 
virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having been-filed 
thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said’ report is con- 
firmed and made the judgment of this court; and in accordance 
therewith it is further ordered, adjudged, and deereed that the said 
Widow Pierre Cap is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra 
Clark Gaines, in the sum of ten hundred and eighty-four 4,9, dol- 
lars, with five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of ten hun- 
dred and eighty-four 4°95 dollars from the 30th day of April, 1878, 

runtil paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execu- 
6111 tion for said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and and 

costs, Including one hundred and thirty-three ,',%) dollars, fees 
of said Ernest Sabourin, master. 

(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


No. 3665. In Equity. 


Decree vs. J. C. Pelhofer. Entered and Filed March 19th, AUS79. Marked 
AC* U& CCG, No. 8825, Dik red by Complainant. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ] 
vs. > No. 6665. In Equity. 
P. Il. Monssreaux, et als. 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report.of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the Sist day of May, 1878, as regards J. 
©. Pelhofer, one of the defendants in the above entitled and num- 
bered cause, said report of said master having been made in virtue 
of an order of this court, and no exception having been filed thereto; 
and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is confirmed 
and made the judgment of this court; and in accordance therewith 
it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the-said J.C. Pel- 
hofer is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in 
the sum of sixteen hundred and fifty-nine 33; dollars, with five per 
cent. per annum interest on the sum of sixteen hundred and fifty- 
nine #3, dollars from the 50th day of April, 1878, until paid, and 


that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of 


money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs, including one hundred 
and sixty-six .67 dollars, fees of said Ernest. Sabourin, master. 


(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


-. 


THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS Vs. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 4927 


Decree vs. Joseph Dangel. Entered and Filed Mareh Vth, 1879. 
Marked X C*, US. C¢. cx No. SS25, offered hy Complainant. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
US. -In Hquity. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. J 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report. of 
Ernest Sabourin, master, filed on the 3lst day of May, 1878, 
as regards Joseph Dangel, one of the defendants in the above 
entitled and numbered cause, said report of said master hav- 
ing been made in virtue of an order of this court, and no 
exception having been filed thereto; and thereupon, In con- 

sideration thereof, said report is confirmed aad made the 
G112 the judgment of this court; and in accordance therewith it ts 

further ordered, adjudged, and decreed, that the said Joseph 
Dangel is chargeable to the said coriplainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in 
the sum of twelve hundred and seventy-four ,*9, dollars, with five 
per cent. per annum interest on the sum of twelve hundred and sey- 
enty-four ,°) dollars from the 50th day of April, 1875, until paid, 
and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum 
of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs, including one hun- 
dred and sixty-six 45jy dollars, fees of said Ernest Sabourin, master. 


(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


Decree vs. J. B. Jacquot, entered and filed March 19th. 1S79. Marked X 
C?, US. CC, No. 5825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. -No. 3665. In Equity. 
P. If. Monsseaux et als. | 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 51st day of May, 1S7S, as regards J. 
B. Jacquot, one of the defendants im the above entitled and num- 
bered cause; said report of said master having been made in virtue 
of an order of this court, and no exception having been filed thereto; 
and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is contirmed 
and made the judgment of this court; and in accordance therewith 
it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the said J. B. Jae- 
quot is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in 
the sum of fourteen hundred and five ;4f5 dollars, with five per cent. 
per annum interest on the sum of fourteen hundred and five j4/, 
dollars from the 50th day of April, 1878, until paid, and that the 
said Myra Clark Gaines bave execution for said sum of money, with 
interest as aforesaid, and costs, including one hundred and thirty- 
three ,'3, dollars, fees of said Ernest Sabourin, master. 


(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


49?9S THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


Decree vs. J. A. Bleschmidt. Entered and Filed March 19th, 1879. 
Marked X C*, U.S. C. C, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


6113 Myra CLARK GAINES 
VS. -No. 3663. In Maquity. 
P. H. Monsseavx et als. J 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 5lst day of May, 1878, as regards 
Widow J. A. Bleschmidt, one of the defendants in the above entitled 
and numbered cause, said report of said master having been made 
in virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having been 
filed thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is 
confirmed and made the judgment of tnis court; and in accordance 
therewith it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the said 
Widow J. A. Bleschmidt is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra 
Clark Gaines, in the sum of ten hundred and sixty 4%;°5 dollars, with 
five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of ten hundred and 


sixty ;°;°5 dollars from the 30th day of April, 1878, until paid, and 


that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of 


money, With interest as aforesaid, and costs, including one hundred 


and thirty-three ;48, dollars, fees of said Ernest Sabourin, master. 


(Signed ) Ie] IWA RD ( he BILLI N¢ ms, Judge. 
6114 Decrees on Pro Confesso against lleirs of Michael Lorenz, hidgar 


Lacroix, Ilenri Carriere, Simeon Ileriisheim, and Mrs. P. H1. 
Monsseanr. Entered and Filed Maréh 21st, 1879. Marked LN XX, 
US. CLC. offered by Complainant. No, 8825, 


Myra Clark GAINES | 
No. 3665. 


vs. 
P. LH. Monsseaux ef als. j 


This cause came on to be further heard at this term on the motion 
of counsel for complainant to make absolute the decree of pro confesso, 
entered at the January rules of 1879, and filed on the 6th of Janu- 
ary, IST9, then taken against Widow Paul Leibel, or Zeibel, executrix 
of the estate of Michael Lorenz, Charles Lorenz, Magdaline Lorenz, 
wife of Charles Ebart, her husband, and Amelia Lorenz, who has 
been emancipated by Judgment of the second district court for the 
parish of Orleans, on the 25 February, 1877, heirs of Michel Lorenz, 
deceased ; Edgar Lacroix, sole heir of Francois Lacroix, deceased ; 
Henri Carriere, John Bietry, and Pauline Bietry, his wife; Simeon 
Hernsheim, and Mrs. Adeline Guesnon, widow and sole testamentary 
and universal heir and legatee of P. IL. Monnseaux ; 

And considering the articulations in the bill of revivor and sup- 
plement filed in this honorable court on the 25rd April, 1878, to the 
original bill filed as on the 22nd day of November, 1865, and the 
matters therein in said bill contained and set up, and the said sub- 
sequent decree of pro confesso— 

It is now ordered, adjudged, and decreed that all the property de- 
scribed and claimed by the defendants, Widow Paul Leivle, or Zeible, 
executrix of the estate of Michael Lorenz, Charles Lorenz, Magde- 
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line Lorenz, wife of Charles: Ebart, her husband, and Amelia 
Lorenz, emancipated, as aforesaid, and so far as the property de- 
scribed in said bill of revivor and supplement is concerned, to wit, 
squares’ numbers six, seven, seventeen, and eighteen, according: to 

plan of A.S. Phelps, in the office of Cenas, notary public, and 
G1i5 bounded as follows: square six, by Gentilly road, St. Anthony, 

Sixth, and Bagatelle ; square number seven, bounded by 
Beauregard, Bagatelle, Union, and Sere; square seventeen, bounded 
by Union, Bagatelle, Sere, Sixth (White); square eighteen, bounded 
by St. Anthony, Sere, Sixth (White), and Bagatelle, is part and par- 
cel of the property comprising the succession of the said Daniel 
Clark, to wit, the same which Richard Relf and Beverly Chew, under 
the pretended authority of the testamentary executors of said Daniel 
Clark and attorney-in-fact of Mary Clark, by act of sale dated Sth 
February, 1821, conveyed of FF. X. Martin and —— Delachaisse, on 
the 31st July, 1821, to Charles Montreal, and on the 20th December, 
1820, to Eugene De Fletcher, and was conveyed to Michael Lorenz, 
whom the aforesaid defendants, Widow Paul Leible, or Zeible, as 
executrix, and Charles Lorenz, and others named, claim as heirs of 
the said Michael Lorenz, and which was purchased by the said Mi- 
chael Lorenz or came into his possession on the 15th day of June, 
1S45. 

Second. And this court doth further order, adjudge, and decree 
that.all the property described and claimed by the defendant, Edgar 
Lacroix, sole heir of Francois Lacroix, one of the defendants to the 
original bill, pow deceased, and the said Edgar Lacroix, as heir, as 
aforesaid, and defendant in the bill of revivor and supplement, and 
against whom pro ,confesso has been taken, and on considering the 
articulations in said bill of revivor, &c., as aforesaid, and the matters 
therein in said bill contained and set up, and said subsequent decree 
pro confesso, it is ordered, adjudged, and deereed that all the prop- 
erty described and claimed by the defendant, Edgar Lacroix, sole 
heir of the said Francoix Lacroix, deceased, and so far as the prop- 
erty is deseribed in said bill of revivor and supplement is concerned, 
and in said original bill of complaint, and as answered by the said 
Francois Lacroix in his lifetime, to wit, twenty-four lots in square 

forty-nine, bounded by Second, Third, St. Peter, and Toulouse 
6116 streets, and being lots one two, three, and six to twenty-six, 

inclusive, and lots four to cight, inclusive, and sixteen to 
twenty-four, inclusive, in square fifty one, bounded by Van Buren, 
Fourth, St. Peter, and ‘Toulouse streets: 

Also the undivided half of thirty-five lots, one to thirty-five, in- 
clusive, in square thirty-one, and to fourteen, inclusive, in square 
thirty-two; also the other undivided half of all said lots in square 
thirty-one, as a part and parcel of the property comprising the sue- 
cession of the said Daniel Clark, to wit, the same that the said 
Richard Relf and Beverly Chew, under the pretended authority of 
the testamentary executors of the said Daniel Clark and attorneys- 
in-fact of Mary Clark, by an act of sale dated the 50th of October, 
1821, conveyed to Evariste Blane, and which by several intermedi- 
ate conveyances was conveyed to Francois Lacroix, and at his death 
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came into the possession of the said Edgar Lacroix as heir, and held 
by him, and which was purchased ,by the said Francois Lacroix, as 
follows: The first twenty-four lots’ of ground on the 17th March, 
I8S47: the second described lots, in square fifty-one, on the 17th 
March, 1847; the third described lots, in square thirty-one, on the 
26th August, 1S41, the fourth described lots, in square thirty-two, 
on the 16th of August, IS41, and for which the said succession of 
the said Francois Lacroix, and the defendant, Edgar Lacroix, as heir 
aforesaid, is hereby ordered, adjudged, and decreed to account to the 
said Myra Clark Gaines, complainant herein. 

Third. And this court doth further order, adjudge, and deeree that 
all the property described and claimed by the defendant, Henri Car- 
riere, and asset forth in the original bill against Marceline’Esnard, 
deceased, and so far as the property is deseribed in’ said bill of 
revivor and supplemental is concerned, and as answered by said 
KMsnard, and now claimed by the said Henri Carriere, to wit, 

eleven lots of ground in square bounded by Broad, Du- 
6117 maine, St. Ann, and Dorgenois, and being lots one, two, 

three, four, five, six, seven, eight, nine, ten, and eleven of 
said square, according to the plan of Bergerot, and as a part and 
parcel of the property comprising the succession of the said Daniel 
Clark, to wit, the same that the said Richard Relf and Beverly 
Chew, under the pretended authority of the testamentary executors 
of the said Daniel Clark and attorneys-in-fact of Mary Clark, by 
act of sale dated the 30th of October, 1821, conveyed to Evariste 
Blane, which by several intermediate conveyances was conveyed to 
the said Henri Carriere, on the third day of July, 1871, and for which 
the said Henri Carriere, the defendant, is hereby ordered, adjudged, 
and decreed to account to the said Myra Clark Gaines, complainant 
herein. , 

Fourth. And this court doth further order, adjudge, and decree 
that all the property described and claimed by the defendant, Simeon 
Hernshiem, and as set forth in the original billagainst John Bietry, - 
and Pautine Bietry, his wife, and so far as the property is described 
in said bill of revivor and supplement is concerned, and now 
claimed by the said Simeon ‘Hernsheim, the defendant in’ said 
bill of revivor, &e., and taken pro confesso against him, to wit, 
four lots of ground, numbers twenty-four, twenty-five, twenty-six, 
and twenty-seven, In square nineteen, plan of Bergerot, bounded by 
Dumaine, Dorgenois, St. Phillip, and Broad; also the two lots in 
same square, being lots twenty-eight and twenty-nine, bought by 
the said Simeon Hernsheim on the third day of March, 1873; and 
also, /ofs at the same time, lots twenty, twenty-one, and twenty-two, 
In square seventeen, plan aforesaid, bounded by Dumaine, St. Phillip, 
hifth, and Sixth streets, is part and parcel of the property com- 
prising the suecession of the said Daniel Clark, to wit, the same 
which Richard Relf and Beverly Chew, under the pretended authority 

of the testamentary executors of Daniel Clark and attorneys- 
6118S  in-fact of Mary Clark, by act of sale dated 50th of October, 1821, 
and conveyed to the said Simeon Ilernsheim by several in- 
termediate conveyances, and he, the said Simeon Iernsheim, is 
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hereby ordered, adjudged, and decreed to account to the said Myra 
Clark Gaines, complainant herein. 

Fifth. And this court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that 
all the property deseribed and claimed by the defendant, Mrs. Ade- 
line Guesnon, sole testamentary heir and universal legatee under 
the last will and testament of Paul IH. Monsseaux, deceased, passed 
before A. Boudousquie, then a notary, on the 5rd of June, 1551, and 
against whom pro confesso las been taken to the bill of review and 
supplement in this cause and the said original bill of complaint as 
answered by the said P. H. Monsseaux in his lifetime, to wit: Lot 
number sixteen, in square bounded by Promenade, Carondelet, Tou- 
louse, Second, and Third streets: also lot number one, in square 
bounded by Van Buren, Fourth, Bellechasse, and Dumaine streets. 

The aforesaid described property was purchased by the said P. TT. 
Monsseaux on the 5rd day of March, 1855, and the second described 
property on the 21st January, 1555, and at his death came into the 
possession of the said defendant, Mrs Adeline Guesnon, his wife, &e., 
and is now claimed by her as aforesaid, as a part and parcel of the 
property comprising the succession of the said Daniel Clark, to wit, 
the same that the said Richard Relf and Beverly Chew, under the 
pretended authority of the testamentary executors of the said Daniel 
Clark and attornevs-in-fact of Mary Clark, by act of sale dated the 
0th of October, 1821, conveyed to Evariste Blane, which by several 
intermediate conveyances was conveyed to the said P. IL. Monsseaux 
and at his death was inherited by the said Mrs. Adeline Guesnon, 
his wife. 

And the said Mrs. Monsseaux is hereby ordered, adjudged, and 
decreed to account to the said Myra Clark Gaines, complainant 

herein. 
611%) And this court doth further order, adjudge, and decree 

that Myra Clark Gaines, complainant in this cause, is the 
only legitimate child of Daniel Clark in the said bill and proceed- 
ings mentioned, and as such was exclusively vested with the char- 
acter of such legitimate child and entitled to all the rights of the 
same, and that under and by virtue of the last will and testament 
of Daniel Clark the said Myra Clark Gaines is the universal legatee 
of said Daniel Clark, and as such entitled to all the estate, whether 
real or personal, of which the said Daniel Clark died possessed, sub- 
ject only to the payment of certain legacies therein mentioned, and 
that the said Richard Relf and Beverly Chew, at the time and times 
when, under pretended authority aforesaid, — sold the properties 
herein described and claimed by each and every one of said defend- 
ants aforesaid, and when they executed their act of sale aforesaid to 
I. X. Martin, —— Delachasse, Charles Montreal, and Eugene De 
Fletcher, at the time and times stated, and to the said Evariste 
Blane, also at the time stated, have no legal right or authority what- 
ever so to sell and dispose of or in any manner to alien- the same. 
And that the sales tothe said parties aforesaid was wholly unauthorized 
and illegal and is utterly nulland void; and that all the intermediate 
conveyances by which the said property Was attempted to be trans- 
ferred and conveyed by the said parties aforesaid to the defendants 

* 


a 
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herein named were made without any legal right or authority what- 
svever, and are utterly null and void; and that the parties at the 
times when they purchased the properties herein deseribed and 
claimed by them respectively were bound to take notice of the cir- 
cumstances which rendered the actings and doings of the said Bev- 
erly Chew and Riehard Relf in the premises illegal, null, and void, | 
and of the illegality and defect in the various intermediate transfers 
of the said property, and that the said defendants herein ought to ad 
be deemed and held, and are hereby deemed and held, to lave pur- 
chased and acquired the property in question with full notice 

that the sale-under the pretended authority of the said Rich- 
G120 ard Relf and Beverly Chew, and that their acts of sale to the 

parties lrereinbefore named and the intermediate conveyances 
of the said properties hereinbefore mentioned were illegal, null, and 
void and in fraud of the rights of the person or persons entitled to 
the succession of the said Daniel Clark. 

And this court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that all 
the-property held by each of the several defendants herein as afore- 
said now remain unclaimed and undisposed of as part and parcel 
of the succession of the said Daniel Clark, notwithstanding such 
sales on the pretended right and authority of the said Richard Relf 
and Beverly Chew. | 

And this court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that com- 


plainant, Myra Clark, as the legitimate and only child of the said > 
Daniel Clark, and universal legatee under his last will and testa- | 
ment, is justly and lawfully entitled to all the property aforesaid so t 
claimed and held by each and every one of said defendants in said 


bill of revivor and supplement named, together with all the yearly 
rents and profits accruing from the same since the same came into 
the possession of the said Michael Lorenz at the time stated, to wit, 
the loth day of June, 1548. 

The said Francois Lacroix, at the times stated, to wit, on the 17th 
March, 1847, the 26th August, 1841, and the 16th August, 1541, the 
said Henri Carriere on the 3rd,day of July, 1871, the said Simeon 
Hernsheim on the 5rd day of March, 1875, and the said P. TH. Mons- 
seaux on the 3rd day of March, 1853, and on the 21 January, 1853. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that the 
defendants hereinbefore named doth forthwith surrender said prop- 
erty so by them claimed and held as aforesaid into the hands of the 
suid Myra Clark Gaines as part of the succession of the said Daniel 
Clark. | 

And this court doth further order, that the accounts be taken 
by Ernest Sabourin, Esqr., master in chancery of this court, 

of the yearly rents and profits accrued or accruing 
6121 from the said property since tlie times stated when the 

same came Into the possession of the parties aforesaid, and 
that he report the same to this court, the said accounts to be taken 
subject to the laws of Louisiana. 

It is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the complainant, 
Myra Clark Gaines, have execution against each and every one of 
said defendants for costs incurred in this cause. f 


le ee 
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It is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the complainant 
have leave to apply for writs of possession, or for such other and 
further order, direction, or decree, as may be now, or hereafter may 
be necessary. 

Mareh 21, 187%. 

(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


Decree vs. Estate W. Hl. MeLean. Eutered and Filed March 22d, 1879. 


Marked X, U.S. 0. CG. No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. No. 3665. In Equity. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. J 


This cause came on to be heard on the bill, answer, and replica- 
tion, proofs and exhibits in the cause, and was argued by counsel. 

On consideration whereof it is ordered, adjudged, and decreed 
that Myra Clark Gaines, complainant in the same, is the only legiti- 
mate child of Daniel Clark, in the said bill and proceedings men- 
tioned, and, as such, was exclusively invested with the character of 
such legitimate child, and entitled to all the rights of the same, and 
that under and by virtue of the last will and testament of Daniel 
Clark the said Myra Clark Gaines is the universal legatee of said 
Daniel Clark, and, as such, entitled to all the estate, whether real 
or personal, of which he, the said Daniel Clark, died possessed, sub- 


ject only the payment of certain legacies therein mentioned. 


And this court doth further order, adjudge, and deeree that all 
the property deseribed and claimed by the defendant estate of W. 
Il. McLean, represented by S. M. MeLean, in her own right as 

widow in community and natural tutrix of Henry E., Ma- 
6122 thilda, Horace P., and George W. McLean, in her answer and 

exhibits thereto annexed, to wit, lots number, 10,11, 12, and 
15, in square bounded by Carondelet walk, Broad, ‘Toulouse, ana 
White streets, plan of Bergerol, is part and parcel of the property 
comprising the succession of the said Daniel Clark, to wit, the same 
Which Richard Relf and Beverly Chew, under the pretended au- 
thority of the testamentary executors of said Damiel Clark, and of 
attornevs-in-fact of Mary Clark, by act of sale dated 50th October, 
1821, conveyed to Evariste Blane, which by several intermediate 
conveyahces Was conveyed to the said estate of William LI. MeLean, 
cause; that the said Richard Relf and Beverly Chew, at the time 
and times when, under the pretended authority aforesaid, sold the 
property so deseribed and claimed by the defendant, the said estate 
of William H. McLean, and when they executed their act of sale 
aforesaid to the said Evariste Blanc, had no legal right or authority 
whatever so to sell and dispose of or in any manner to alienate the 
sume: that the said sale to Evariste Blane was wholly unauthorized 
and illegal, and is utterly null and void, and that all the interme- 
diate conveyances by which the said property was attempted to be 
transferred and conveyed from the said Evariste Blane to the said 
estate of William Hl. McLean, defendant, were made without any 
legal right or authority whatsoever to sell or dispose, or to pass,con- 
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vey, or transfer said property, and were wholly unauthorized and 
illegal, and are utterly null and void, and that the defendant, estate 
of William Hl. McLean, at the time when he purchased the propertys 
so described and claimed by him vas aforesaid was bound to take 
notice of the circumstances which rendered the actings and doings 
of the said Beverly Chew and Richard Relf in the premises illegal, 
null, and void, and of the illegal/ity and defeet in the various inter- 
mediate transfers of the said property, and that he, the said estate 
of William HL. McLean, defendant, ought to be deemed and held, 
and is hereby deemed and held, to have purchased the property in 
question with full notice that the sale under the pretended authority 


of the said Richerd Relf and Beverly Chew, and that the said act of 


sale to Evariste Blane and the intermediate conveyances of the said 
property above mentioned, were illegal, null, and void, and 

6125 in fraud of the rights of the person or persons entitled to the 
succession Of the said Daniel Clark. 

And this court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that all the 
property held by the defendant, estate of Wm. HL. McLean as afore- 
said, now remains unclaimed and undisposed of as part and parcel 
of the suecession of the said Daniel Clark, notwithstanding said sale 
in the pretended right and under the pretended authority of the said 
Richard Relf and Beverly Chew. : 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that com- 
plainant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and only child of the 
said Daniel Clark, and universal legatee under his last will and tes- 
tament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the property aforesaid so 
claimed and held by the defendant, estate of William TH. McLean, 
together with all the vearly rents and profits accruing from the same 
since the same came into the said defendant’s possession, to wit, on the 
23d day of February, 1559, and for which the said defendants are 
hereby ordered, adjudged, and deereed to account to the said Myra 
Clark Gaines, complainant herein. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that the 
defendant, estate of William H. McLean, do forthwith surrender all 
sald property so claimed and held by them, as aforesaid, into the 
hands of the said Myra Clark Gaines as part of the succession of the 
suid Daniel Clark. 

And the court doth further order that the account be taken by E. 
Sabourin, master in chancery of this court, of the yearly rents and 
profits accrued or accruing from the said property since the twenty- 
third day of February, 1859, when it came into the possession of the 
defendant, estate of William H. McLean, and that he report the same 
to this court,the said account to be taken subject to the laws of 
Louisiana. 

It is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the complainant, 


Myra Clark Gaines, have execution against the defendant, estate of 


William HH. MeLean, for costs incurred in this cause. 

It is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the complainant 
have leave to apply for such other or further order, direction, or de- 
crees as nay be now, or hereafter may be, necessary in the premises. 

March 22, 1879. 3 

(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


¢t — 
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O12-4 Consent to withdraw act of sale to M. Meilleur. = Iiled April 
Ist, IST. Missing from the files. 


6125 Motion and Order. Deere Agamst Jules Lapene Satisfied, 
extract from the Minutes, April 1th, 1S7!. 


Myra CLArnK GAINES 
"gs. -No. 35663. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. J 


On motion of A. & W. Voorliies, solicitors of Jules Lapene, a de- 
fendant herein, suggesting the annexed private deed of compromise 
and satisfaction of the two judgments rendered against him in favor 
of complainant, towit, of the 50th April, 1S77, and the 7th January, 
187%), decreeing complaimant to be the true owner of the land claimed, 
and to recever certain rents and revenues and value of use— 

It is ordered that said judgments be decreed, satisfied, and extin- 
guished so far as said Jules Lapene is concerned, and that the re- 
cordation in the offices of the recorders of mortgages and allenations 
of the parish of Orleans be cancelled and erased. 


Compromise Between M. C. Gaines and Jules Lapene. Filed April Voth, 
187%. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 7 
us - No. S665. 


P. H. Monsseacx ef als. } 


Articles of agreement and compromise made and entered into be- 
tween Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, at 
present sojourning in the City of New Orleans, State of Louisiana, 
party of the first part, and Jules Lapene, a resident of said city, party 
of the second part, witnessetl : 

That whereas, that the party of the first part has obtained judg- 
ment against the party of the second part, ane rendered by the United 
States cireuit court for the fifth cireuit and district of Louisiana, and 
signed on the thirtieth day of April, 1877, and on the seventh day 
of January, 1879, in a certain suit entitled Myra Clark Gaines vs. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als., No. 3663 of the docket of said court, the 
judgement of the thirtieth day of April, 1877, decreeing the said 
Myra Clark Gaines, the party of the first part, to be the true and 
lawful owner of the certain property hereinafter described and_here- 
tofore claimed and possessed by the party of the second part, and 
the judgment of the — day of January, 1579, decrecing to the party 
of the first part the sum and amount of sixteen hundred and sey- 

enty-eight dollars and fifty-five cents, with interest and costs 
6126 for rents, revenues, and values for use, as is fully set forth in 

the said judgment of the thirtieth of April, 1877, and that of 
the seventh day of January, 187%. 

Therefore, for the purpose of settling said judgments aforesaid, 
and in the form of a compromise, and to release the said party of 
the second part in full from said respective judgments, it is hereby 
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agreed, therefore, that he, the said party of the second part, does by 


these presents set over and subrogate to the said party of the first 
part all and every right or title or interest which he has, may have, 
or may hereafter have against his vendors, and against the vendors 


of his vendor back to and to include the City of New Orleans, the 
original vendor, with full amount of his warranty, respectively for 
the price of the property, with the interest thereon, as also to the 
judgment for rents, revenues, and values for use against his said 
vendors and their yendors back to and including the City of New 
Orleans to the said party of the second part, including the right of 
the said party of the first part to demand, and in default of pay- 
ment to Institute suit or suits in her own name against any and all 
of said preeeedings vendors. | J 

Second, the said party of the second part also agrees to pay his 
respective portion of the costs of court, as also master’s fees, en- 
curred in said suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. Hl. Monsseaux et als., 
No. 5665 of said circuit court. i 

And he does also hereby further promise, and by these presents 
agree and oblige himself, that he will use all and every effort in his 
power to obtain from the said City of New Orleans, the original 
vendor, a full settlement with her, the said party of the first part, 
either by payment of the amounts of the said judgments of the 
30th of April, 1877, and that of the seventh day of January, 1879, 
or by confession of Judgment by said city to her for the same. 

And in consideration of the agreements herein expressed and 
fully set forth, she, the said party of the first part, hereby gives and 
erants to the said Jules Lapene full and final acquittance,and hereby 
acknowledges satisfaction against him of said final judgment of the 
50th of April, 1877, and that of the seventh day of January, 1879; and 
she does moreover by these presents promise and agree, and for 
which she binds herself, her heirs, and assigns, that she, the said 

party of the first part, will, as soon as judgment shall 
6127 have been obtained against said City of New Orleans in ‘her 

favor, that she will set over, release, and transfer to him, the 
said party of the second part, int full the following described prop- 
erty, to wit, the undivided half of five lots of ground numbers 
seventeen, eighteen, nineteen, twenty, and twenty-one in square 
bounded by St. Ann, Dumaine, Van Buren, and Third streets, and 
being the same property so by her recovered of the said Jules 
Lapene on the 50th of April, 1877, in said suit No. 5663 of the docket 
of said court. The lots number- twelve and thirteen in square 
bounded by Ursulines, Hospital, Broad, and Dorgenois street, the 
sald party of the first part has no claim thereto. The words or in 
the name of the said party of the second part intended an‘ ap- 
proved. 

Thus done and signed in duplicate in good faith this seventeenth 
day of February, in the year one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy-nine. 

(Signed) W. H. WILDER. 
: PHT. AVEGNO. 
: MYRA CLARK GAINES. 
7 JULES LAPENE. 


DS hand 
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Motion and Order. Deerce against Philip Avegno Satisfied. 
ixtract from the Minutes April 19th, 187%. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
VS. >No. 3665. 


-. II. MoNssEAUX et als. 


On motion of A. & W. Voorhies, solicitors of Philip Aveeno, a 
defendant herein, suggesting the annexed private deed of compro- 
mise of 17th February, 1879, and satisfaction of the two judgments 
rendered against him in favor of plaintiff, to wit, Gth January, S79, 
and 30th April, 1877, decreeing complainant to be the owner of the 
property claimed in her bill of complaint, and to recover the fruits, 
rents, and revenues, and value for use. 

It is ordered that said judgments be decreed, satistied, and ex- 
tinguished so far as said Philip Avegno is concerned, and that the 
recordation of the aforesaid judgments be erased in the offices of 
the recorders of mortgages and alienations of the parish of Orleans 
be also cancelled and erased. 


Compromise between M. C. Gaines and Philip Avegno. Filed April 
19th, S79 
Articles of agreement and compromise made and entered 
6128 into between Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State 
of New York, at present sojourning in the City of New Or- 
leans, State of Louisiana, party of the first part, and Phillip Avegno, 
Jr.,a resident of said city, party of the second part, witnesseth: That 
whereas, that the party of the first part has obtained judgment 
against the party of the second part, and rendered by the United 
States circuit court for the fifth circuit and district of Louisiana, and 
signed on the 380th day of April, 1S77, and on the sixth day of Jan- 
uary, 1879, in a certain suit entitled Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. HL. 
Monsseaux ef als., No. 3663 of the docket of said court, the judgment 
of the thirtieth day of April, 1877, decreeing the said Myra Clark 
Gaines,.the party of the first part, to be the true and lawful owner 
of the certain property hereinafter described and heretofore claimed 
and possessed by the party of the second part, and the judgment of 
the sixth day of January, 1879, decreeing to the party of the first 
part the sum and amount of ten thousand six hundred and fifty- 
two dollars and forty-three cents, with interest and costs for rents, 
revenues, and values for use, as is fully set forth in the said judg- 
ment of the thirtieth of April, L877, and that of the sixth day of 
January, 1879. 

Therefore, for the purpose of settling said judgments of on. said, 
and in the form of a compromise, and to release the said party of 
the second part in full from said respective Judgments, it is hereby 
agreed, therefore, that he, the said party of the second part, does by 
these presents set over and subrogate to the said party of the first 
part all and every right or title or interest which he has, may have, 
or may hereafter have against his vendors, and against the vendors 
of lis vendor, back to and to include the City of New Orleans, the 


AQSS THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES, 


original vendor, with full amount of his warranty, respectively, for 
the price of the property with the interest thereon, as also to the 
judgment for rents, revenues, and values for use against his said 
vendors and their vendors back to and including the City of New 
Orleans, as set forth in the mesne conve ‘vances from said City of New 
Orleans to the said party of the second part, including the right of 
the said party of the first part to demand, and in default of 
6129 payment to institute suit or suits on her her own name against 
any and all of said preceedings vendors, 

Second. That said party of the second part also agrees to pay his 
respective portion of the costs of court, as also master fee encurred 
in said suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux et als., No. 
$663 of said circuit court; and he does also hereby further promises 
and by these presents agree and obligate himself that he will use all 
and every effort in his power to obtain from the said City of New 
Orleans, his original vendor, a full settlement with her, the said 
party of the first part, either by payments of the said judgments of 
the 30th of April, 1877, and that of the sixth day of January, 157%, 
or by confession of judgments by said city to her for the same. 

And in consideration of the agreement herein ex pressed and fully 
set forth, she, the said party of the first part, hereby gives and grants 
to the said P hillip Avegno, Jr., full and final acquittance, and here- 
by acknowledges satisfaction against him of said final judgments of 
the 30th of April, 1877, and that of the sixth day of January, 1879; 
and she does moreover by these presents promise and agree, and for 
which she binds her heirs and assigns, that she, the said party of 
the first part, will, as soon as she enters into preliminary arrange- 
ments or agreement with the City of New Orleans for a settlement 
of the respective Judgments named, she, the said party of the first 
part, agrees that she will release, set over, and transfer unto the said 
party of the second part the following described property, to wit: 
Five lots of ground in the square fourteen, bounded by Dumaine, 
Lopez, Salcedo, and St. P hillippe streets; the 69 lve lots in square 
bounded by Rendon, Lopez, Dumaine, and St. Philip, and men- 
tioned in said judgment, do not belong to the said party of the first 
part, they being out of her claim and within the Blane reservation ; 
also square twenty-four, bounded by St. Ann, Dumaine, Van Buren, 
late Salcedo, and Fourth streets, this bei ‘ing within the claim of said 
party of the first part; the square number thirty-five, bounded by 

Dupre, White, St. Ann, and Orleans. The city of Baltimore 
6150 settled and paid to the party of the first part for by act passed 

before James Fahey, a notary of this city, on the 19th day of 
March, 1878. 

The party of the first part also agrees to pay the taxes to come due 
until such time as she shall enter into said. preliminary agreement 
with said City of New Orleans for final settlement. 

Thus done and signed in duplicate and in good faith this seven- 
teenth day—Nota: The words “or in the name of the said party of the 
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second part” erased and approved—of February, eighteen hundred 
and seventy-nine. 
(Signed) MYRA CLARK GAINES 
PHL. AVEGNO. 
In presence of— 
(Signed) WM. HL. WILDER. 
. JULES LAPENE. 


6151 Report of Master in Chancery as to Albin Soulie. Filed April 
12th, UST. Marked XN NI C? in No. 8825, oflered hy Complain- 
ane Aug't 1Sth. ISSO. 


Cireuit Court of the United States, Fifth Cireuit and District of Lou- 
slither. 


Myra CLARK CGALNES ) 
US. . No 36638. 
ALBIN SouULIE. 


To the honorable the judges of the cireuit court of the United States 
for the fifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Soulie by an order of this honorable court of 
the 7th day of May, 1877, having examined the testimony on file, 
and from information obtained from the offices of the register of 
conveyances and administrator of assessments of the city of New 
Orleans, and from the testimony of witnesses cognizant of the facts 
connected therewith, has the honor to report as follows: That under 
the order of court above referred to, and the supplemental order of 
May 12th, 1877, he was required to take an account of the vearly 
rents and profits or value for use accrued and accruing from the 
property in said order described since the same came into the pos- 
session of the defendant. Said property consists of— 

Ist ae lots of ground in square bounded by White, Broad, 
St. Peter, Toulouse streets. Said property was acquired by the 
defendant gh C. Lauruse, as per act passed before FE. T. Parker, 
sheriff, on the 14th day of November, 1859,and recorded in the con- 
vevance office, b’k 79, folios 409 & 410. 

2d. Thirteen lots of ground in square bounded by Carondelet 
walk, Second, Third, and ‘Toulouse streets, and twenty-six lots of 
ground in square bounded by Carondelet walk, First, Second, and 
‘Toulouse streets. ‘These properties were acquired by the defendant 
by purchase from G. Didier; as per act passed vefore FE. 'T. Parker, 
sheriff, on the 14th day of April, 1860, and recorded in the convey- 

ance office, book S82, folio 117. 
6152 In the statement of rents alleged to have been received by 

defendant in this case on 19 lots of ground (22 lots in defend- 
ant’s statement) on Broad street, it is impossible to arrive, from the 
testimony offered in his behalf, at any exact estimation: of their 
rental value of the property per monthor per year during the period 
of his possession from the latter part of the year 155% to the 31st 
day of December, 1877. No fixed sum is stated as having been the 
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rental usu: ally or at any time agreed upon between the defendant 
and his lessees, and to the question of what would be a fair rental 
per year for the property, the only answer is that since 1861 the 
rental was whatever could be obtained for it. In the account filed 
it would seem by computation that the rents admitted to have been 
actually received would be from $2 to $3, and $5 and $10 per month, 
taking the average received in any one year, the property being 
sometimes given free of rent by defendant. The land, though low, 
is fit for pasturage and cultivation, cows being. kept on the place, 
and vegetables being raised. The average rental value of $8.00 per 
month, established by the evidence on behalf of complainant, seems 
to the master to be very moderate, and considerably’ below rather 
than above the true rental value, and is, therefore, and for the rea- 
sons more specifically set forth in the report in the case of the Heirs 
of Paul Pesquier, filed in the general report, filed November 19th, 
1877, allowed in favor of complainant from the Ist day of January, 
1860, to the 5Ist day of December, 1877, with interest thereon at the 
rate of 5 per cent. per annum. The amount of net revenue, taxes, 
and interest on taxes and disbursements for fence deducted is clearly 
below the rental value of the property as compared with other prop- 
erty in the neighborhood and in the same tract, both improved and 
unimproved; but as the evidence of defendant, though very vague 
and unsatisfactory, still shows some effort, however feeble, on his 

part, to derive revenues, it is deemed by the master proper to 
6153 give him the benefit thereof,and not to consider this property 

as chargeable with 5 per cent. net on its established value, as 
the complainant would strictly be entitled to. 

The drainage tax and taxes, city and State, have been paid by 
the defendant from 1860 to 1876, inclusively, and also city tax in 
1877, and are allowed defendant with 5 per cent interest thereon. 
The poorer is very old and delapidated, and cost, in September, 
1869, $53.90, and interest at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum from 
said date is allowed thereon. The defendant is also in possession of 
13 lots of ground (14 lots in defendant’s account) in square bounded 
by Carondelet walk, Toulouse, Second, and Third streets, and of 26 
lots in square bounded by Carondelet walk, Toulouse, First, and 
Second streets, purchased 1: 1" April, 1860, This eround i in the “ Blane 
tract” has never been fenced in nor improved, and has been left 
vacant. The taxes, both city and State, from the years 1861 to 1874, 
both inclusive, and the eity tax of 1875 have been paid by defend- 
ant. 

For the reasons more fully set forth in the master’s previous re- 
ports or unimproved property in the Blane tract, filed on the 19th 
November, 1877, 11th May, and 17th June, 1878. Five per cent. 
net on 70 per cent. of the prices obained by the City of New Orleans, 
at the pu lic sale of said property, made in March, 1837, process-y er- 
bal of which is in evidence herein, is allowed in fi vor of complainant 

against defendant, with 5 per cent. interest per annum thereon, said 
allowance to commence from the date of purchase of said property, 
and to coutinue until the property is delivered to complainant, the 
computation being here made until the 31st December, 1877. 


1 @& 
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No taxes paid are to be allowed defendant in accordance with the 
opinion of the master, granting 5 per cent. net on the value of the 
property. estimated as aforesaid on the annual rent or value for use. 

Improve d Prope ity. 
Rent of 19 lots of ground with improvements, in the square 
‘ rer ‘ var . 
bounded by Carondelet walk, Toulouse, Second, and ‘Third streets— 


rom the Ist January, 1860, to the 31st December, 1877, 


at GSS per you?, GRE TF 16 YeRt® 2066 cinccemancsaes . $1,728 00 
1] | Interest Oi Pents. 
Yearly. Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
1861 96 OO 17 years. OY SL 60 
LS62 (V5 . .* “ 70 SO 
1863 1} . a 72 
LS64 5 14 " 67 20 
IS65 5 a “ 62 40 
1S66 5 > . 57 60 
1S67 96 | " 52 SO 
1SGS O15 -— -« “ 48 00 
LS69 OG 5 8 “ 43 20 
1S70 5 Be ac 38 40 
1S71 5 ne . 33 60 
1872 5 . = te 28 SO 
IS73 (V6) So * " 24 OO 
1S74 YG Se 3 ‘“ 19 20 
1875 4) a. > ws 14 40 
1S76 5 , ie a 9 GO 
IS77 4} ” 4 SO 
(4) 
$1,728 00 PR a iii ies, Tot 40 


Statement of Taxes Paid and Interest. 


Yeurs. State tax. City taxes. Time. Rate. Interest. 
1S59 6 40 oo 4) 17 years. OY 33 87 
1SG60 5 SD S000 36 * a 28 GS 
LS61 5 8] 30 00 15 “ - 26, SD 
IS62 5 83 2 Ge 34 =* “ 1” OS 
1S63 5 83 900 18 * a 17 SO 
1S64 10 OO 30 08 if (* a 24 OO 
1S65 11 65 _> aes . IS 70 
1866 - 565 68 - 2. a 6 14 00 
LS67 1] 2 Soa 8 * . 15 30 
1S6S 45 5? oa. .* a 28 SU 
1S69 i as 2 * ne 14 94 
1870 2 «10 4900 6 * a 19 83 
1S71 56 15 lage 6 OC6GlC “ v2 i 


1872 54 6000 4 * 22 80 
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1S73 36 50 65 OO a ” 15 00 
IS74 36 50 dO OO a * S 65 
Drainage 209 OO ee ae 20 90 
G155 IS75 36 50 45 O00 . “ 4O 75 
1S76 elie ot OU 
1S77 i of OV 
State & drainage tax —- S568 O7 
| ae ivilheanaliediaipeaee $710 65 
SINTON: sicansanch ladies ihe” tsa habaeatiiaireavesaiecniinl piniacnialliiliatacid ee $402 73 


Interest on Improvements. 


The value of the fence on the 19 iots of ground being proved 
at $55.90, interest at 5 per cent. per annum is allowed from 1869, 


say, 8 years, $21.56. 


The claim for rents of the 19 lots will stand as follows: 


EE ee $1,728 00 
Ta CON i 73 


ene NEE TIE i. ise seston dees ee ee 


from which is to be deducted— 


40 


‘Taxes paid a AE Ee Re ES oe 1279 98? 
ee ELEM! ANE es PS Rr MEN PERRO AF TS 102 73 
nr a i 21 56 
1,703 51 
LST EE LLL AR SE MER LOE iN BE S758 89 


Rent or value for use of the unimproved property. 


13 lots in square No. 427. Sold in 1837 for__-.-.-.-.-. $5,850 OO 
— % a "See ae eee 
ee UN NTE BON Re OO cients heen miomeed sas dea inna 25,400 OO 
7— per cent. of which would be the value of the property 

Sl OG WO iiss ste siincindshcchseninses = p-ecmancdio ena lg 
Rent at the rate of 5 per cent. on value would be $819 

Oe POR, WUE FON Te PO istic sicistienieisigblacaaaiianas $15,925 00 


Interest On Rent. 


tent. Time. Rate. Interest. 

S19 OO 16 years. a4 Hop 20 

S19 OO is .* . G14 25 

S19 OO Oe at Dio 30 

S19 00 _— = " 032 35 

S19 O00 -— « “ 49] 40 

S19 00 | ' 450 45 

Sly OO 10 ¥ 409 50 

6136 S19 OO os 6 BOS 5D 


t 
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819 00 Sg a 327 60 
S19 OO 2 a “ 2S OD 
S19 OO SS  * a 945 70 
S19 OO _ = “ 204 75 
S19 OO — “ 165 70 
S19 OO _ * " 122 Sd 
S19 OO _ « a S190 
S19 OO _." ” 40 95 
S19 OO 
Rent. $13,925 60 _ Seeeararenie 5,569 30 


$19.492 30 


eee _——“— = ee — Ce a a a a a ee ee ee ee ee ee © -_- “S ' - 


Re capitulation. 


Rents on improved property ~~~. ee 
Rents on unimproved property, ine Juding. interest... .—- 19.492 30 
Amount due complainant ---~ ....-..--.- calcaies 20,251 19 


Master’s costs, $350.00. 


Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) Kk. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chance ry. 
New Orleans, 28th Mareh, 1879. 


Testimony Filed with huregoing Master's Report. 
M. C. GAINES vs. ALBIN SOULIE. 
G June, 77. 


, one of the defendants, thro’ his agent, Henry Bacas, 
Ksq., one of the members of the firm of Bacas Bros., sworn ; 


[ am agent of heirsof A.Soulie, Bernard Soulie, & others. These 
heirs are absent from the State. [ prepared their account as their 
agent, and itis true and correct. | can prove the taxes by the bills 
and the rents by an rent book. 

The account of disbursements and rents, with 5 per cent. interest 
to May Ist, 1877, on the 22 naked lots of ground fenced in and situ- 
ated on Broad street, bet. Toulouse and St. Peter streets, is correct. 
The total amount of disbursements Is $1,591.57, and interest thereon 

amounts to $419 02, making the total $1,510.59. Same being 
6157 for taxes and fences acquired by defendants latter part of 1859. 

The account contains a true and correct statement of the 
amount received from that period upto the present time. Rents 
amount to $701, and interest thereon $272.01, amounting in all to 
$975.01. The signature of the firm is attached to the account. | 
have given this account, and it is true and correct. Account 
marked A, 

Master: This property was rented by the month. No yearly lease 
was taken. One had some cows there, the other vegetables. 
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This kind of property we rent for what we can get. Sometimes it 
is given for nothing to have [a] Keepe r, so that ‘the fences are not 

carried aw: uy. 

The amount of rent received appears on the face of the account ; 
the period that the premises were unoccupied does not appear in the 
account. 

Ques. What is the annual rent, revenue, or value for use In your 
estimation of the property described in your statement marked A? 


Objected to by solicitor for defendant, on the same grounds as 
previously urged to introduction of testimony of a similar character. 
Objection overruled by master. 


Ans. T cannot answer the question, as I do not andes mid the 
question of value for use in any manner; the’ rents as received are 
stated In my account. 

Ques. What in your estimation is the property mentioned in State- 
ment A worth per year at a fair rental? 

Objected to, on the grounds and for the reasons previously stated. 
Objections overruled. 


Ans. In such times as we have had since the war anything that 
we can get. I] mean sinee 1861. 
been very high ? 

Ans. Yes, 1 think in 1866; but it did not affect this particular 
property. The fences are very bad. [ believe in [one] or two in- 
stances the cost and charges was added to the tax. When I produce 
the tax receipts [ will designate the amounts. I will produce the 
tux receipts to-morrow morning at 9 o'clock. I am a real estate 
agent; lave been engaged with Mr. Soulie in this business for the 
past 20 years. I received all the rent that I could possibly receive 

from property of this deseription. This property is very low; 
6158 the ground is uneven, with holes in some places. Whenever 

it rains the place is overflowed; marks of overflow can be 
secn on the fences. The parties oecupying the place have cultivated 
vegetables, without having a reguiar garden. A shanty has been 
built lately at the corner of Broad and St. Peter, without our con- 
: sent; we have never received any rent for it. This shanty has been 
| built lately, within the last 2 or 5 months. 7 

The heirs of Soulie are also the owner- of 14 lots of ground in 
square bounded by Carondelet walk, Toulouse, Randon, and Lopez 
streets, and 26 lots in square bounded by Carondelet walk, Toulouse, 
Randon streets, ana Hagan avenue. This land is low, marshy, 
naked, and never fenced in, and never rented out; purehased 14 
April, ISSO. All the taxes have been paid, as set forth in the ae- 
count, amounting to $1,410.75, and 5% interest on each item from 
date of payment, 8548.74, making a total of taxes and interest 
$1,959.47 by my firm. It is also signed as agents and is in all re- 
spects truc and correct. 

This property has never been put to any use for any purpose what- 

ever since It has belonged to defendant. It could not be turned to 
any use in its present condition. The least rain overflows it. 


Ques. Ilave not since the end of the war the rents of property 
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X-ex.: 

We stopped paying taxes in 1875, with the idea of abandoning the 
land as worthless. ‘The amount of the drainage tax was one of the 
reasons which made us abandon paying city and State taxes in 
1875. 

We found it no use to endeavor to rent the property or put it to 
any use; the land all round three or four squares is not rented ; it 
is low, a mire. 

Ques. Is the land mentioned in Statement Blower than that men- 
tioned in Statement A ? 

Ans. They are both low, but as they are situated some distance 
apart—several squares apart—by mere inspection [| cannot. tell 
which is the lower. 

(Jues., Do they seem to be of equal grade ? 
6159 Ans. I don’t know. If there are any costs or taxes they 
will appear on the bills when presented. This land cannot 
be used or rented for any purpose whatsoever ; if is only a fit abode 
of toads. 


EK. A. Destonper, sworn in behalf of complainant: 


What, in your estimation, is the value for use or rents or revenues 
which might reasonably have been or be derived from said lots of 
ground from the vear 1861 to year 1877, stating previously to that 
if you have examined said lots. 


Upton, solicitor for defendants, makes the same specific objection 
to the introduction of the testimony sought to be adduced as hereto- 
fore made and is deprived by master from stating same. 


Objection is overruled by master. 


Ans. Ihave examined the lots in question, found them enclosed, 
the only improvements that have been there any length of time are 
the fencing and a delapidated old hut or shanty, standing, | think, 
on lots Nos. 380 or 51; it is used partly for gardening purposes and 
keeping of hogs, poultry, chickens, &e. I value the rent of the prop- 
erty at $8 per month for the use of the whole 22 lots fenced in as 
they are. 

[Q.] Do you mean by that valuation in cases when that property 
is rented for a term of months continuously, say 1 year, and what 
would be the value of that place if rented merely by the month ? 

Ans. The estimate is an average value without regard to period 
of time. Some person who rented it for the purpose of raising hogs 
& poultry might be disposed to pay more. New fencing, good 
picket, S feet high, cost 25 to 30c. per foot. The charge of $55.90 
for fences made in Sept., °67, 1s a very moderate charge. The fences 
now are very much delapidated, soon they will only be fit for fire- 
wood. 

X-Ex.: 

I base the rent [on] an estimate of rentals on the same street 
when the rent on asmaller portion of ground was higher, but a 

o10G 
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higher price was due to the quality of the buildings, and I have 
made in this an allowance for the improvements for the buildings. 


Some of the ground in these lots is higher and some as low as low 
as the ground in this case mentioned. 
6140 [ ascertained the rent of the other piece of property from 
one of the oce upants from information of the person occupy- 
ing only the little hut. 
These lots are low and in heavy rains overflow and show the 
mark. I cannot state from recollection whether | ever sold or rented 
property near thjs without reference to my books. I never rented 
any. 
Uprron: Do you know of your personal knowledge of the .rents 
received from this property t - 


Ans. I do not. 

Ques. Do you know what this property has rented for from 1861] 
to 1S72? 

Ans. I do not. | make the same ste ileme nt in the present case as 
T have’made in previous cases. 

Masrer: I wish you now, Mr. Deslonde, to add, if that ™ the 
ease, that the above statement as to compensation is now here 
made for all of the other cases in the suit of M. C. Gaines vs. P. H. 
Monsseaux ef als., which are now on reference for an account before 


| 
e ) Ss: ‘ 
Ii. Sabourin, master in chancery ? T 


Ans. Ido make the statement as applicable to all the cases in- 
volved in that suit. 


Case closed. 


Answer of Complaimant Annexed to horegoing Report. Answer Filed 


before Master 50th May, 1877. 


Answer of complainant as to demand made by defendant, Albin 
Soulie, for improvements. 

Complainant denies defendant’s alleged right to claim for im- 
provements, denies that defendant built and made the improve- 
ments claimed, and she further denies that the materials and work- 
manship amount to the sums elaimed, and with these denials com- 


plainant refuses to take said alleged improvements at said price. | 
(Signed) WM. H. WILDER, 
Solr for Compl’t. ? 


Complainant reserving her rights, under the above answer, elects | 
not to take the improvements. 
Jan. 11, 1877. 
(Signed) WM. REED MILLS, 
Solicitor for Compl't. 


Document A, Filed with Foregoing Testimony. 


Account of disbursements and rents, with 5 per cent. interest to May 
Ist, 1S77, of 22 lots of ground fenced in and situated on Broad 
street, between Toulouse and St. Peter streets, valued at $1,650, 


ae 
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Taxes paid as follows: 


Years. Months. Interest. 
1860. 


May hy » Se ae 


ae FS Se Oe . 30 46 16 . Wea 
‘OL. 
Bes a el 6 40 16 l 4 82 
“4 11. ™ ne ad o So ” os 4 82 
rae 2a So beeen 30° 00 5 10 2374 
62. 
April 24. “ UE ibid ividsheniinnsictieesen 30 00 15 — 
Dee. ee Rinne 3 D9 $1 14 4 4 30 
63 
Oct. oo Gillie caemns 5 835 15 () 4 05 
¥ a A  biiwnens 20 OO 13 G6 13 50 
OA. 
a rr BO >) 
ie; ta 2 Oe 
OO. 
March a ew. Oe Y 335 
6141 May 6. U.S. direct, ’65_--- 3 50 1] 1] 2 38 
July 17. State, 64 .....---- 6 50 1] ) 4 1] 
Sept. 26. BN  wcbecniniteurmmernics > oO 1] 7 1 73 
66. 
See TE is I bietsnwne 8 35 10 1] 4 37 
ee ee ee 22 50 10) 10 12 42 
67. 
SOY: Da. Te Pi tensentccces 5 6S 10 3 3 07 
ARE Te Ge Siiendiesnnnn 22 50 10) age aoe 
Beek, FG, Petcceennnn See y a eo 
OS. 
Febr’y 5. State, 67, convention - -- 9 45 9 3 4 16 
may 2. FeO .<cccr. clleiadon 58 25 | 
i  * ee st: t+ Se 
" a. ye ee 1 80) 
69. 
ee 7 ll 1068 
70. 
Feb’y 26. State,“ & sp’l, ’67--.-. 45 52 7 2. 16 48 
ee... 3 eee — a (5 9 .14 530 
71. , 
pT ey 26 10 5 ] > 60 
ume Fe Se | Reet tine 40 00 5 10 «11 66 
1872. 
Aen). Bi GR ekiicnnnswcns 75 4 eS we 
ss i alte nti 56 15 4 8 138 06 | 
rm 6 
iv. 
hy. Tt pete & ) | 
‘“ oat ‘6 r= «> ox at | 


A948 
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74. | 
fame .82O.:sd&.- tht, "74 50 ) | 
fis, do gman iar ne ay a >. un 
" oe aes ! de it | 
"dan 
SE GIs Piha Sait ween a 45 2 ] 4 o2 
‘1 y ) “s , ave OY 
April , " I FULNAGC------------- tc \ ) a 94 FO f 
i 
76.  « 
Ee SUE ic c.caciniecrhniretinn 37 50 | 1 93 
July ee 30 OO 10 ao | 53 
ee ff | 
ee BGS TAN Fi cktinkiinn ot ov 
f 
1391 37 419 O02 j 
Total of interest ........ 419 02 : 
1,810 39 | : | 
Assessed in the name of Albin Soule. 
Rents as follows: 
Years. ‘M's. Interest. 
1661. 4m’s, to D Nov., Gi ..... ee Ss se Fé 
— 2. me See, We icteune AY) i eo : 
2 » 31 ch, a _ 1-1 10 7 46 | 
8 Sees ake 2 eo” 
aes eng a ee 24 ‘a 10) 16 60 | 
64. 10 * sk 30) 12 lO 8619 24 
“a> io ™ >] Oect., 65. ou) 1] 10 29 O68 
G142 1SG6. 2 : to 30 Dec., “60- 6 OO | 1() 1) 30 32 
OG. 10 . a (ree, GO« oH OO | 


a ee 10 i) 10 4 9] 
a a ee, ee ie 25 S O11 05 
ee ee ick ov) ri 10) ll 74 
wo. 3) Fe 5D (5 LQ) 1S 72 
i at gg. SP ee 7) 5 10 616 02 
(> . Fallin : eee i | 10 36.14 50 
ta ha ' ic 60 3 10030 s «11 «50 
‘oo 22 isa: See ) 10 S 50 
gi De Ee GO | 10 yD OO 
76. 10 a 30) 10 von l 2 
a 2 go Rs eee ) na 


TOL OO 272 Ol 
Total of Interest hla ne 
973 09 
Balance to close _.___- , ioe \ 


1LS10 39 
Balance of disbursements... 837 38 

Ie. & Q. E. 

New Orleans, May Ist, 1877. 


(Signed) BACAS BROS., Agents. 


THE 


| : LS61. 


June 1. 
62. 


April 24. 
mote, * 


Dee. 


March 11. 


CITY OF 


Document B. 


Assessed in the name of Albin Soulie. 


Taxes are as follows: 


State, 1860... ..-. iis 
City, sé eee 


i 65. 
(et. P, i“ _ SO ee 
| . 15. City, or aaitiecditd: lsainaoibeaias 
OL. 
a eee 
f June 27. ——, 63__-.---.. 
oe” 6143 1865. 


ee ee 


May 6, 
17. 


Sept’r 26. 


July 


"OG. 


Mav 


"67. 


Mareh 31. 


"GS. 


Febr'y 


. 
~~ 


30. 
June (, 


o. City, “ 


U. 8. direct, 1865... - 
School 
nc 
i 


wi 


———— — er ee 


. State, 67, convention 
May 13. 


Ne ae 


City, ’67 
i ee 


{ee 
Be i on we xe wie 


leb'y co —— 
FS Te ls SE Ritit nd secon 
"oh: 
ee i i cn ean 
ee ee ee a 
' “42 
i ae ye 
. i ce a 
j= ,% 
if 
A Te Se. iene cewenne 
May 5, mitnteinwnininen 


Yeurs. 


—_— 
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Filed with Foregoing Testimony. 


Mos. 


l 
a 


10) 
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Account of disbursements, with 5 per cent. interest to May Ist, 
| 1877, on 14 lots of ground in square bounded by Carondelet walk, 

Toulouse, Randon, — Lopez streets, and 26 lots in square bounded 
| by Carondelet walk, Toulouse, Randon streets, and Hagan avenue ; 
| land low and marshy; naked and not fenced in; never rented out; 
| valued at $1,000. 


Interest, 
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ead 


it. 
ee Ae eee ie ais 62 50 ' 
Pali, cae 22 6 
. Soa Cs  elidiasintintenie nies OO o! 3 10 22 O1 
"40. . 
gt shy nna en eee 40 10 2 1 4 16 
1,410 73_ O48 74 
NIN isis ci sriieecainiiitnciniadenpilaianmnisiaiasiti o48 74 
Total of disbursements «& in- 
EO ANSON I ET 
kK. & O. kK. ‘ 
New Orleans, May Ist, 1877. 
(Signed) BACAS & BRO. 


Report of Master in Chancery as to Joseph Abadie. Filed April 28th, 


S79. Marked X CU? in No. 8825, offered by Complainant August | 


1Sth, 1550. 


Circuit Court of the United States, Fifth Circuit and District of 
Louisiana. 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit couri of the United States 
for the fifth cireuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred for 
report the case of Gaines vs. Abadie by an order of this honorable 
court of the 7th day of May, having examined the testimony on 

file, and from information obtained from the oftices of the 
Gl4t register of conveyances and administrator of assessments of 

the City of New Orleans, and from information derived from 
witnesses cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has the honor 
to report as follows, to wit: That under the order of this court above 
referred to he was required to take an account of the yearly rents 
and profits accrued and accruing from the property in said order 
described, since the 9th day of June, 1858, the date of the purchase 
of the said property by defendant, Joseph Abadie, said property be- 
ing a certain lot of ground situated in the square bounded by Caronde- 
let walk, Broad, and Toulouse streets, and is known as lot No. 12, and 
measures 351 feet 9 inches 4 lines front on Carondelet walk, 31 feet 
S inches and 3 lines front on Toulouse street, by a depth of 77 feet 
4 inches on the line of lot No. 11; said property was acquired by 
defendant from T. Soublet,as per act passed before A. Dryfus, notary 
public, on the 9th June, 1858, act recorded in book 77, folio 42, con- 
veyance office. From the evidence on file in my office | compute 
the annual rent on said property from Ist June, 1863, to 31st May, 
1877, 14 years, at $60 per year, page 5,$540. Interest on rents,as shown 
on page 5, 4,275. City and State taxes, with 5 per cent. interest from 
their yearly payments, have been allowed an amount in the aggre- 
gate to, as shown on page 6, $297.54. Interest at five per cent. per 
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the possession of defendant, making, as per statement, page 7, $221. 
The account stands thus : 


ee ee I iiie ee cerncncicntalacceeatis hoeiee $1,113 00 
ORGS CHRO Be OE. 0 no iki cet ection me O18 54 
Balance due complainant, as per statement, page 7- 54 66 


In this case complainant has clected not to take the improvements 
of the defendant, resserving her rights, as per her answer annexed 
to master’s report in suit of M. C. Gaines vs. George Bischof, No. 
HOOHS. 

Respectfully submitted. 

(Signed) EE. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chance ry. 
New Orleans, June 15th, 1877. 


Rent of property in square bounded ‘by Carondelet walk, 
Dorgenois, Broad, and Toulouse streets from Ist June, 
1SG5, to 31st May, 1877, 14 years, at $60 per year-.---. 540 00 


Inte rest on Re nts. 


Yearly rents. Time. Rate. Amount. 
Ist June, 1S64 60 OO 15 vears. Y// S30 OO 
LS65 60 OO he I “ 36 OO 
6145 1S66 60 OO i. ¥ do OO 
1S67 60 OO io * a“ 30 00 
LSGS HO OO - = ” 27 OO 
LS69 60 OO S 4 “ 24 OO 
IS70 ea Fees »1 OO 
1S7] 60 OO g * . IS OO 
S72 60 OO > © ” Ls OO 
1S73 60 OO .. é‘ 12 00 
S74 60 OO es . 1 
IS75 60 OO , ” 6 OO 
IS76 OHO OO ee > OO 
S77 60 OO 
CS S40 O00 Interest...... $273 00 


Statement of Taxes, City and State, Paid on the Property, ineluding In- 


terest. 
Year. State tax. City tax. Time. tate, Interest. 
L858 1 So ota 1S vears. oY 5 O4 
Soo 1 SS o io * Een ” 4 76 
LS6O 1 S85 Oo oO — * t 48 
LS6] SD 3 40 5 © " 3 45 
IS62 SS 2 00 ~ 2% 2 OO 
1863 So 2 00 i “ 1 85 
1864 1 85 & 30 | . > O09 
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1865 2 80 3 O00 a . > 19 
1866 2 94 3 OO S * ” 2 97 
1S67 S OO » a > * " S 39 
LSGS 4 85 7 50 g  * . t {4 
1S69 5 OO 7 30 5 aes - . 3/ 
1S70 4 49 16 SS Te " 7 OO 
1S71 12 00 l3 7d 5 . » 44 
1872 12 00 scale . = 9 2 40 
1873 § 50 11 95 > * ° 3 68 
1874 8 5O 12 50 i . , 10 
LS75 ae a 12 50 : = , G2 
1876 pe oie IS OD 
State tax. SS2 89 
| ener eee 145 68 
I unissniahsss densi teeth antec her teidnemsiet wcsenacioninn t-te cntancdae tale cee 
SSRIONE OR APT OCOIGNG .. 6: noice ce eccmnniatantinms iota 297 3: 
6146 - 1863, estimated Yalue Of ROU ....ncncecunnncanncecaon SEO 
1S65, do. i ni 40) 
EE, SOs WHO OE TTI IU UE ai insists ts cltisltheteiecindine ence 
Re TOI OT OEE oii biocide a ee $540 


Interest on which for 15 years at 5 percent. will amount to, $221 00 


Recapitulation. 


0 OUP CO aceite nie nciekimccdones S40 00 
Interest, as per We ae edeiote ac pair a 270 OO 
TORE PU I TOO oiciiicctiernininr ees S1,115 00 
From which deduct : 
Og renee Ae 
I A ai i lic sa ei ele eee da a TO 77 
interest on improvements ......:......... 221 00 
518 34 
RARE SE ELEM ROE Oe NLT en CNT 2 ONC ee S504 66 


Master’s costs, 8150. 
(Signed) Kk. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, June 13th, 1877. 
Annexed to Report. 
Myra CLARK GAINeEs vs. P. H. Monsseaux ef al. 
Case of Jos. Abadie. 


In this case complainant has accepted the improvements on the 
property at the sum of $540.00, which amount, deducted from the 
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finding of the master on the value of rents and revenues, namely, 
$594.66, will leave a balance due complainant of $54.66. 
Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) Kk. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 26th April, 1879. 


Testimony Annexed to Report. 
Master’s Court. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
Us. No. 3665. 
Jos. ABADIE. r 


o0TH May, 1877. 


Complainant represented by Mr. W. EL. Wilder, her solicitor; de- 
fendant represented by Mr. J. Le Monnier. 


Mrs. Jos. ABADIE, sworn : 


Is owner of lot 12 in square 56. I am widow of Jos. Abadie, de- 
ceased; he has been dead 10 years. [| represent the estate of J. 
Abadie and the heir-; there are 6 children, 4 living with me, 2 liv- 
ing out. ‘The property was purchased 9 years, 1858, for $275; it 
was the- vacant land. I put up fence-, that year; they cost $40, 
The $100 for filling up the lot is correct and was paid. I can’t 

remember how many loads of dirt were put in it; I heard 
6147 my husband say many times it cost him that. The one-story 

house was built in 1863 by defendant at a cost of S200; it is 
not a large house; it was uninhabited and was pulled down this 
last week ; it [would] have cost more than that, only my husband 
worked with the men himself. 

(QJues. Now, you charge in your account $500 as the price of the 
one-story slated roof house built about September, 1876. Did you 
build the house yourself? 

Ans. Yes; I built the house myself. I know well it cost me $500, 
for that isthe amount I paid myself. I paid $260 cash altogether, 
and there is vet a mortgage to pay the balance of 8500. Myself and 
children pay the builder $20 per month; the builder holds the pol- 
icy of insurance to secure the balance. It is insured for $500. The 
premium is $6.25 per year, which I have paid Mr. D. Ochminis, the 
builder. Can’t say whether there was a profit made by the builder. 
Previous to the building of the house, in 1863, the land was vacant 
and put to no use; it could not be used. 

Ques. You acknowledge, by your account, that its value for use 
Was $30 per year, from the year 1565 to present time. 

Ans. I think it is the correct value per year for all that time, be- 
cause up to last year there was but a small house on it; does not 
think it could be rented for more. I paid all the taxes, city and 
State, as set forth in my statement; also, the drainage tax. I have 
receipts for all the taxes, except a few; will furnish a statement of 
the missing ones, if possible. I consider the whole place, land and 
house, worth at least 600 or $700. 
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Mr. J. Grarr, sworn for defence: 

I am acquainted with defendant and with the property. I have 
examined the accounts filed by Mr. Abadie, and know them to be 
correct, from the fact of the parties having purchased the property 
with my father and living next door since 1865. I know the state- 
ment as made to be correct. I know he spent $200 on the first 
property, and did the most of the work, except the roofage and pil- 
lar. I, myself, gave him a hand now and then. 


This case is continued as to that a of time when the prop- 
erty was vacant,until Saturday at 63 p. m., 2nd June, so that com- 
plainant’s witness can be heard as to re abe the property improved 
and value of the unimproved property. The complainant files the 
plans, report of the city council, and process-verbal of sales of prop- 
erty in the Blane tract by the city. 

JUNE Ist. 

Case taken up. 

J. W. Davis, sworn for complainant: 


The house that I have seen is a new one, slate roof, 2 rooms, and 
side gallery, fronting on Carondelet walk. I should say vite present 
value of its rent would be about $9.00 per month. From the 
6148 description given me of the'previous house that was on the 
premises, and from the position of the fot, | think that $48 
per year would be a fair rent. I think that the house now on the 
premises could be bought for $350. [ examined the place day before 
vesterday, and to-day, from my general information, | think the 
house could be built for that price. I derive my knowledge from 
my general experience; Iam nota builder. I derive my knowl- 
edge as to rent from the value of the lot, value of building, sidewalk, 
and C,and taking a percentage, and from comparison of other prop- 
erties In same neighborhood could rent for. 


Mr. FE. A. DesLonpbe, sworn for complainant: 


I examined this property. The ground measured 50 feet front 
on Toulouse and Carondelet walk. Improvements, one-story frame 
house, slate roof. I estimate the rent of that house now at 7 or 88.00 
per month. I would consider $5.00 per month a reasonable rent 
for the house, — that now is the property previously which [ —. 
From information derived from builder, | think $500 would be a 
fair price for a house of that character now on the land; it could 
not be built for less. [ have no knowledge of the house that was 
there before. The difference in proportion for $200 for one house 
and $500 for the other, the proportion would give the rent for the 
old house, and on which I lose my statement. 


This case was then closed, the complainant withdrawing any 
claim she may have for the value of rent while the property was in 
the possession of defendant and unimproved. 


(Signed) T. H. HIGINBOTHAN, Clerk. 
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Annexed to Report. 


Myra Clark GAINES 
vs, > No. 3663. 
P. H. Monseavux. 
Stn Marcu, 1879. 

Before E. Sabourin, master. 

The following cases have been fixed for further hearing Saturday, 
22d inst., at 12 m.: 

Mr. Joseph Abadie, Mr. William Moran. 

Notice served on the defendants in person, March 22nd, 187%. 

In the case of Joseph Abadie, in behalf of the defence, and W. 
Reed Mills, solicitor for complainant, the complainant, through her 
solicitor, W. Reed Mills, Esq., elects to take the improvements for 
defendant, at the amount charged by said defendant in her account, 
to wit, at the price and sum of $540, there being now but one house, 
built in 1876. : 


Annexed to Report. 
United States Circuit Court, District of Louisiana. 
Myra CLARK GAINES vs. P. H. Monseaux ef als. 


Claim for disbursements made by Jos. Abadie, or by heirs, 
6149 on lot of ground purchased June 9th, 1858, in square bounded 
by Promenade, Carondelet, Dorgenois, Broad, and ‘Toulouse 

streets, held by latter, and claimed by Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines. 


iO. 1OG5, BUNUREND DUNC. ccean cn ccc: cocen scenes suQnen sienna eee OF 
6 0 ESE ee $185 No. 1870, State tax... .-.- S7 45 
1850), pe 1 &5 ‘+ 1871, = 12 Oo 
‘* 1860, ae neo 1 &5 ‘“ 1872, a iene ee 
‘* TSO], sé Ee eee PERS RH ‘ 1873. ee oe x 5 
1862, 6 Pen pe ee RH ‘* 1874, es cae 
‘“ 61865, sé iia ell BH 
“ . ]RO4, 6 bs sical ccineell “saline 1 &5 ' S48 45 
1865, ee Ao Eee eam 2 oO Carried from ........ 34 44 
6 ..: CED canine ai 
1866, 6 sina ccpdikirs os 4 Total am’t State tuxes_...... S82 &% 
“a7 ‘“ (auditor's fee) 2 00 a 
‘“ 1867, ae OT ae 3 0) | S357 SU 
a6 “« (peel) ..... §@ 
‘61 868, 66 iieas liam ia tl acai > 
os oe 6 (court’l) nen thy 
1869, Ne 
S34 44 
Amount carried forward S557 SU 
me. 1666, city tak .ncccee:-cas 3 75 No. 1870, city tax ..... 18 18 
1859, sé anita ini weed » 79 . -& “6 (KM. P.) 3 % 
1860, sia Dern! ere om § Ge ‘¢ 1871, ord. 1261, ’62, 
‘ 61861, ii § 7a Ee oe 1O OO 
L862, o¢ sceicliatiiita andibiidiiaes 2 1871, ord. 1497, "98. 3 75 
1865, 66 AO eg Pee 2 Oo 1872 
1864, se OR Oe to oer > - Co eae 
1864, a (freedman ) -- -. Fs * (school) 1 25 
1865, sé en oe eee 5 00 ‘ 1874, 66 aie ee ne 
L866, é6 sii acacia 6 OO ‘ 1875, 66 PaenLee Iv? oO 
i ee — £8 «<2 «Ue 
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1868, Te iia: aaa oa... = Ot fh SO 
‘61869, nicncenemiibiais sidiitinataaai 7 OO o6 sé ord. L569 0f ’72 4 05 
6 +4 (POR) somes H25 
aa 100 SS 
$53 673 Carried forward DS O75 
Total am’tcity taxes... .. 163 554 
Total purchase price, improvements, S. and C, taxes ...---------- ------ -- 521 445 
Besides premiums on insurance, $500, 1876 .----. ------ EE RCD set re agee ae eT A § 25 
tne GASSER on eis dn nei ccenincmiiiin ities ee 


Recapitulation. 


Purchase price June 9th, 1858 ....-..---- bc wiclecdiial. aulak’ Ae 
> nia RY? RY 
City - cat | RRR oleae ore saat saniciiaicaia iui ne 163 ys 
Seenmes prensa, FETS nic cncnicnmnnn stiedm sii: watieaiiiiasiigs § 25 


— $527 695 
KE. and O. E. 
New Orleans, May 30th, 1877. 
- United States Circuit Court, District of Louisiana. 
Myra Crank Gaines vs. P. IL. Monsreaunx et als. 
Claim for improvements made by Joseph Abadie, or by heirs, on 
lot of ground purchased June %th, 1858, in square bounded by 
“ Promenade, Carondelet, Dorgenois, Broad, and Toulouse streets,” 
held by latter and claimed by Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines. 


[inyp. Interest. 
Ist. Fences put up mn 1858, cost.. --.--------- S40 
Interest thereon, ’5S to ‘77,18 years (@ 004 oy) 
2nd. Filling lot with rubbish, 1858, cosi ~.---- 100 
Interest thereon, 58 to “77, 18 years, (@ 054 W) 
ord. One-story house, built in 1865, cost—— ..-- 200 
Interest thereon, ’63 to 77, 15 vears, (@ 05% 15 0 
4th. One-story slated roof house, built about Ist. 
Sept'r, fora. Com....w< 2 i en a os we am es sm OOO 
[Interest thereon, ’76 to 77, about 6 months, : / 
8 GREEN ESET iPr pions a avg SE mre I? 50 
doth. Rents none; occupied by purchaser. 
Gth. Annual value for use, 63 to “77, about $30 
Be I Ee I ic seliiidts ie tilertttnictintaiininsteaa 5O0 
Interest thereon, °63 to ’77, 15 years, @ 
EE ia wna aie aio oleae initeecaee 19 50 


$1,230 $278 


Total improvements, $1,230. 
ee CNR. 


KE. and O. E. 
New Orleans, May 50th, 1877. 
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Report of Master in Chancery as to V. Demourelle. Filed April 28th, 
IS79. Marked XN C? in No. 8825, offered by Complainant August 1S, 
LSSO. 


Circuit Court of the United States, Fifth Cireuit and District of 
Louisiana. 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court for the fifth cireuit 
and district of Louisiana : 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Demorelle, by an order of this honorable 
court of the 13th November, 1877, having examined the testimony 
on file, and from information obtained from the offices of the reg- 
ister of conveyances and the administrator of assessments of the 
City of New Orleans, and from information derived from witnesses 
cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has the honor to report 
as follows: 

That under the order of court above referred to he was required to 
tuke an account of the notesand bonds and vearly rents and profits 
accrued and accruing from the property in said order described 
since the same came into the possession of the defendant, the 
property being one lot of ground No. 21, situated in the square 

bounded by Broad, St. Philip, White, and Dumaine streets. 
6151 Said lot measures 29 feet 8 inches and 7 lines front on 
Broad street, by a depth of 100 feet, as per plan made by L. 
I]. Pilie. Said property was acquired by the defendant by purchase 
from Widow A. Lamy, as per act passed before E. Bouny, notary 
public, on the 8th day of June, 1864. This ground, situated in what 
is known as the Blane tract, bas never been fenced in or improved, 
and has been left vacant. | 
lor the reasons more fully set forth in the master’s previous re- 
ports on unimproved property in the “ Blane tract,” filed on the 19th 
November, 1877, llth May, and 17th June, 1878, annexed to the 
cease of HL. Larquie, one of the defendants herein, there will be al- 
lowed in favor of complainant and against defendant a yearly rent, 
or value for use, at the rate of five per cent. net, that is to say, clear 
from all taxes and charges whatsoever, to be computed on the 
amount of seventy per cent. on the price which said lot brought at 
the auction sale of March, 1837, process-verbal of which is in evidence 
herein, with five per cent. per annum interest on said yearly rents, 
said allowance to begin from the date of the purchase of the prop- 
erty by the defendant, and to continue until the property is deliv- 
ered to complainant, the computation being here made until Sth 
April, 1879. No taxes paid are to be allowed defendant, in accord- 
ance with the opinion of the master granting five per cent. net on 
the value of the property estimated as aforesaid as the annual rent 
or value for use. 


4958 THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES 


Rent or Value for Use. 


Lot 21 in equare 16, anid in 1687 for......2 2c cccces seus 
70% of which would be the value of the property in 1564, 
— Ee (mabe “cnn = me CON ese banmmumnn ements 


Rent at the rate of 5% in value would be $20.00 yer year, 
RE Te BEES PORES ce ncinncpsienscrcns ocneneedchenmen 


Interests on Rents. 


tent. Time. tate. Interest. 
20 00 14 years. 5% 14 00 
20° OO —. = ¥ 13 00 
20 OO ay “ 12 00 
20 OO oc . 11 00 
20 OO = + 7 10 00 
20 OO >» ° a Y OO 
20 OO S * " 8 00 
_ 20 00 ie 7 OO 
G152 20 OO Ss 3 “ 6- OO 
20 OO TE tn ” h OO 
_ a xa ie, “ 4 00 
20 OO . ” | 3 00 
20 OO > «4 “ 2 OW 
20 OO bos. cs 1 00 
16 60 
Rent. 296 GO TA a TOA Te 


$575 00 


$402 50 


$296 60 


$105 00 


Aesount Goo compeninnnt... .....n nn ccicmnnnn cons $401 60 


Master’s costs, $130. 


Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) Kk. SABOURIN, 


Master in Chancery. 


New Orleans, 26th April, 1879. 


Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master, under order from the 
honorable cireuit court, district of Louisiana, dated the 13th Novem- 
ber, 1877, in suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. Victor Demorrelle, one of 


the defendants, lot 21, square No. 18. 


Marcu 247H, 


1879. 


This case was fixed for hearing Friday, 28th inst., at 11 a. m. 


Marcu 287TH, 


This case, fixed for hearing to-day, was called. 
Present: W. Reed Mills, Esq., solicitor for complainant. 


1879. 


Defendant present in person, and asks until Tuesday, Ist April, 


to prepare his account case. 
Then adjourned until that day at 11 a.m. 


=™y 


-« 


-« 
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APRIL Ist, '79. 

At request of defendant this case is continued until Sth April, at 
10 a. m 

StH ApRIL, 187%. 

This case, fixed for hearing to-day, was called. 

Present: W. Reed Mills, Esq., solicitor for complainant. 

The defendant failing to appear, the master, at the request of the 
solicitor of complainant, proceeds to take testimony er parte on be- 
half of complainant. 

Complainant, through her solicitor, offers the testimony of E. rt 
Deslonde and J. W. Davis, offered in the cases of H. Larquie and 
others, defendants in the suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. 
Monseaux et als., No. 3663 of the records of this court, so far as re- 
gards vacant and unimproved property ; also the sale at public 
auction, made by the City of New Orleans, on the 10th March, 1837, 
copy whereof is now on file before the master, as also all the evidence 
offered heretofore in other cases of unimproved and vacant property, 
and filed before the master. 


6153 J. W. Davis, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, 
says: 

[ have examined the property claimed by the defendant; it is 
vacant and unimproved. I estimate the value for use of the same 
at 5% per annum net on its value. I have made my estimate 
for the same reasons as set forth in my examination in the 
cases of F. M. Jacobs, Mrs. S. Magner, and other- relative to unim- 
proved and vacant property in the Blane tract in the case of Myra 
Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux et als., No. 5665, United States 
circuit court. 


(Signed) J. W. M. DAVIS. 


Ki. A. Destonpe, being duly sworn on behalf of the complainant, 
Saye: 

| have heard the testimony of J. W. Davis read and fully cor- 
roborate the same, and for the reasons given by myself in my testi- 
mony in the above cases of F. M. Jacobs and Mrs. S. Magner and 
others relative to unimproved and vacant lands in the Blane tract 
in the eases of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux et als., No. 
3663, United States circuit court. 

April Sth, 1879. 

(Signed) Kk. A. DESLOND. 


Defendant being sworn presents his account of taxes and e¢. paid 
on his property in square 18; he will he will produce the tax re- 
ceipts. 

Annexed to Foregoing Reports. 


By an act passed by E. Bouny, on the Sth day of June, 1864, I 
have acquired from Widow A. Lamy, for the sum of one hundred 
and fifty dollars, a certain lot of ground situated in this city in the 
square bounded by Broad, White, Dumaine, and St. Philip (square 
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355). Said lot measures twenty-nine feet eight inches and seven 
lines front on Broad street, by a depth of one hundred feet, as per a 
plan made by H. Pilie, and deposited in said Notary E. Bouny’s 
office. This lot is vacant and not fenced in. I have paid all: the 
taxes on it, city and State; up to 1878 for the city and 1877 for the 
State. The Assessments on said lot are as follows, to wit: 


kor the State. 


In 1865. no — found at auditor’s office. 


" toe. x 7" woe. ” Ld. 
—— = * 6 eK CCU 
Ca oe 
ae | * ‘. ee. =. 7 £35. 
[n 1871, assessed at $400; tax paid, $8.60. 
6154 “ 13872, i ee el 6.45. 
* 1873. . : ee ¢.lCUS 1.45. 
In LS74, assessed at S1OO; tax paid, S145. 
LST», 4 a: + UF 1.45. 
IS76, Vs - (oo ” 1 DS. 
a ee eee 1.95. 


(‘ity Assessments. 
Y 


In 1TS65. assessment S200: : _— ae , 
“ 1866 4 POO: From 1865 to 1868, inelusive, the 
; ~~? \ pate of taxation was one and a half 


“ 1867. i 200): 

“ 1868. - 400: | per cent. 
“ 1869, o 300; rate, 23 %. 
“: 1870. “ 900: “~ $2.00 
~ Peee “ — 2; 

“ 1873. " 0: * 3.00 
* 1874. . 100: * 2 DO 
“ 1875, * » 6: * oe 
<< , a, 100: * 450 
= Jes, ” oo: * Lov 
*  2eeo. ue ‘op: * Lov 


New Grleans, April oth, 1S79. 

(Signed) V. DEMORRELLE. 
Sworn to and acknowledged before me, on this Sth day of April, 
1879). 7 
(Signed) Kk. SABOURIN, Master. 
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Report of Master in Chancery as to Pierre Lamarlere. Filed April 28th, 
1S7?). Marked X C? in No. SS25, offe red hy Complainant August 
Sth, 1SS0. 


Circuit Court of the United States, Fifth Cireuit and District of Lou- 
lillie. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
rs. ~-No. 3663. 
P. TT. Monseaun. 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States 
for the fifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Lamarlere, by an order of this honorable 
court of the 15th November, 1877, having examined the testimony 
on file and from information obtained from the offices of the regis- 

— ter of conveyances and the administrator of assessments of 
6155 the City of New Orleans, and from the testimony of witnesses 
cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has the honor to 

report as follows: 

That under the order of court above referred to, he was required 
to take an account of the notes and bonds and yearly rents and 
profits, or value for use, accrued and aceruing from the property in 
said order described since the same came into the possession of the 
defendant, the property being: ‘Two lots of ground, Nos. S and +), in 
square 15, bounded by Bellechasse, Van Buren, Dumaine, and Fourth 
streets; said property was acquired by the defendant by purchase 
from A. Barthelemy, as per act passed before J. Cuvellier, notary 
public, on the 29th July, 1863. Said lots measure each 31 feet 5 
inches and 6 lines front on Dumaine street by 100 feet in depth. 
Lot No.9 forms the corner of Dumaine and Fourth street-, registered 
in conveyance office, book 86, folio 548. In this case defendant ap- 
peared and presented his account against complainant. Defendant 
is in possession since 29th July, 1863, and immediately thereafter 
put an improvement at a cost of $575, as charged by him in his 
account; said improvements being now worth from $8275 to $300. 
The place for some years was used by defendant as a dairy, and has 
siuce been leased out by him. ‘The evidence on the rental value is 
conflicting, defendant stating it to be 87 per month, and com- 
plainant $10 per month, and the master adopts as his estimate of 
rental value the average of $5.50 per month. The calculates also 
the amount of improvements on which interest is to be allowed in 
favor of defendant as $458, being the average valuation between 
$575, cost at time of construction, and S300, actual value. It is also 
shown that defendant has paid the city taxes, $245.63, from 1865 to 
1878, both inclusive, and the State taxes during the same period of 
time, $160.95. Complainant is therefore allowed against defendant 
the sum of $8.50 per month, rental value from 29th July, 1865, 
until this date,with 5% interest on the total of each year, and reve- 
nue until paid. Said allowance to be credited in favor of defendant 
with 5% interest on $458, average value of improvements from 29th 


o11G 
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July, 1863, until this day, and also with $245.63, city taxes, paid by 
him, with OY interest thereon from d: av of pave nt, and S160. 25, 


Stute taXes, paid by him, with - ay interest thereon from day of pry 


ment. 
he yt. 
Rent from 29th July, 1863, to 29th April, 1879, 15 years 
and 9 months, at $102 per year..-... .....-------- $1,606 50 
G156 Iuterest on Rents. 
Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
102 00 15 years. % 76 00 
102 00 ee " 71 40 
102 OO 13 ” 66 50 
102 OO oo " G1 20 
102 OO — ss 56 10 
102. 00 ‘o ¢ . 51 OO 
102 00 SS > ue 45 90 
102 00 — ” 40 SO 
102 00 , Pian . oo 70 
102 O00 {} “ 30) 60 
102 OO es . 25 DOV 
102 00 4 20 40 
102 00 a ™ 15 350 
102 OO > « “ 10 20 
102. 00 ; « . o 10 
70 oO 
Rent 1.606 50 LL LN LOI 611 90 
cpus even cad asia dbaeaediins a eaten asl $2,218 +40 
State and City Taxes and Interest. 
State Tax. City Tax. Total. Time. Rate. Interest. 
1863 4 25. LO 50 1475 5 years. 5% 10 85 
4 t 30 10 50 “ao : 10 2%) 
65 4 Jo 10 50 i fe: See... " 9 75 
66 7 SO ane 7 oo 2S “ 4 6S 
GT 7 8O 10 50 13:33 3: * ;' 10 OO 
GS 7 OO 10 50 17 3 * a 8 75 
G9 11 20 1S 38 , Fea a is 27 
70 9 OO IS OO 7 . Ss " 10 SO 
71 Q O0 o4 TO Gm 2. + " 15 20 
a nee eee Lf oo 3 60 
73 10 SO oT OO 7 SO . = 45 
gi 10 SO 24 D0 3) oV . “ 7 06 
< ae? 2? TO se 2 = a 5 50 
Tb 1S 40 1S OO ae ee. ;' 3 64 
77 1S 40 1S OO Oo 40 = ” [Ss 


12 00 25 40 


$245 63 $406 63 $124 66 


State tax S161 OU 
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~ 
6157 Interest on Improvements. 
The average value of the improvements being---~---~- S455 00 
Interest on same 15 years and 9% months, at 5 %, will 
| BD ss calisinctpieluiaid tabs dl dlc! Sled ace al ts Aaisaneneoneenaminean akan aan S38 50 
| Recapitulation. 
ee aE REN LO ee A Te SOYA AMOS 
» a a ee a MEER 
| tials iectsieadiaclcs <tc ontenencsc ee $2,218 40 
Less— 
ROD scsi cuisines wiidhi pinta seman: ae 
I iii secs ental 124 66 
Interest on improvements .....---------.--.- 308 OO 
| 
| TE edt een Sidlaion oidihiesiehtcininmee idem nse duii deal S69 79 
Balance due complainant-_--...--.........--. $1,348 61 
Master’s costs, metes and CC... $30 
. POT cnc wes 125 


Respectfully submitted. 
T (Signed) E. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 26th April, 1879. 


In this case complainant elects to take the improvements at their 
value as set forth, namely, $438, which amount deducted from 
$1,548.61 will leave a balance due the complainant of $910.61, 

Respectfully submitted. 

(Signed) I. SABOURIN. 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 26th April, 1879. 


Annexed to Report. 


Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master, under order from the 
honorable cireuit court, district of Louisiana, dated the 13th No- 
@ vember, 1877, in the suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. Pierre Lamar- 
lere, one of the defendants. 
| March 24th, 1879. This case is fixed for hearing Friday, 28th 
| inst., at Ll a. m. 
| March 18th, 1879. This case fixed for hearing to-day was called. 
Present: W. Reed Mills, Esq., solicitor for complainant. Defendant 
| present in person, and also represented by Mr. TY. Imbert, asked un- 
til Tuesday, Ist April, at 11 a. m., to prepare his account. ‘The case 
was continued until that day and hour. 
April Ist, 1879. At the request of defendant this case was con- 
tinued until Saturday, 5th April, 1579, at 10 a. m. 


v : 
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April 5th, 1879. The defendant appeared through his agent, Mr. 
Imbert, and requested further time, which was granted until 
G158 Wednesday, April 9th, 1879, at 1 p.m. 

April 9th, 1879 This case continued until to-day was 
called. Present: W. Reed Mills, solicitor for complainant, and the 
defendant in person, also represented by Mr. Imbert. 

Mr. Lamarlere presents his account, showing the city taxes paid 
by him from 1863 to 1878, both years inclusive, amounting to 
$245.63, and ¢he State tax is paid by him during the same year 
amounting to $160.25, also showing his purchase price ef said two 
lots, when vacant, at 8750.00 on 29th July, 1865, from Anthony 
Barthelemy, and also showing the value of his improvements at 
S5O7.. The defendant states that he has paid his tax every year, but 
has lost his receipts, but he will present certificates from the city 
and State that all the taxes are paid. There is a stable and a house 
with two rooms; fencing is also included; the land is high and 
needs no filling. The house and stable I built after my purchase, 
as glso the fenees. In 1863 there was a small stable on — when | 
purehased it. Buildings as they now are at $275 to $500; they have 
been repaired lately. | 

The witness says that he values the costs of the improvements to 
him at $575, as close as he can estimate. [He has no receipts for the 
same. I lived in the place from time of purchase for 6 or 7 vears, 
and used it as a dairy, keeping 13 or 14 cows, and since that time I 
have rented it: it is now rented. I have rented it always for seven 
dollars per month. I value the rent during the time of my own 
occupation as being ($7) seven dollars per month. 


I. A. Deslonde, being sworn, and having examined the property, 
corroberates the testimony of the defendant as given above. 
(Signed) K. A. DESLONDE. 


J.W. Davis, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, and hay- 
ing heard read the testimony, the defendant corroberates the same 
as to the costs of the Improvements at S575, and the present value 
of the same, 8275 to 8500, as correct as to the rental value from 
the time the improvements were built. I estimate $10 per month 
would be a fair average rental value. 

(Signed) J. WM. DAVIS. 


Annexed to Report. 

Proprieté vendue par Anthony Barthelemy a Pierre Lamarlere le 
27 juil-et, 1565, deux lots de terre dans le seeond district de la ville 
portant les No. 8 & 9, dans le ilet borne par les rues Bellechasse, 
Dumaine, Van Buren, et Fourth. Ilet No. 15. 


Gi50 ‘Taxes de ville anne 1863 ........ eee $10 50 
" a i " i 10 50 
i ™ - “ a 10 50 
” - ” " EERE ES ON LO 5O 
i | RE —s 


‘6 8 a 10 50 
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6 eo a re IS 38 
6 es a0 OO 
‘6 “6 ‘“ ““ S71 SE Sem Soa 2 70 

6 eo « ig a 
rT és rT és EE stein 27 OO 
és és rT rT 1S74 ce reas! hi RIOR neg 24 50 
é . a: OR 22 3O 
- “ PY, rT, EE RNase ee IS OO 
oe ae 7 oe 1S OO 
6 bs rT ss I 12 00 

$245 GO 

Taxes a POE GND BOGS ncn conn co nnnemnnm 34 20 
bs bs sé i te Ae Mase 1 20 
6 “6 ii ice -2--------- L 79 
6 ‘6 ti‘ iets 7 SO 
rT rT “ EEA SE eae ema 7 50 
‘6 éé 6“ 1S6S EE LT eee mee ee Mictosee ae Om BS eS 7 Sv 
6 ‘6 — wes snmailieiaia ciated 11 20 
é< rT ‘é 1S70 BE EE Ea A ES ne TT SE OO 
é< ‘6 és 1S71 Pe SE ES enema ee Te PSF 9 OO 
a « Or eee 
6 & ao = ae 10 SO 
é6 ‘< rT 1874 ee eee LO SO 
‘6 ‘6 ‘6 eee sii lahat ate il lee 14 20) 
‘ ts eee 
‘6 rT: ‘“ S77 Se een aOa sea Pome Ten 8S IS 1H) 


” ” ye 00 saleitillinhsieacmeiiietae ll 40 


ao vidi hits ie Seem He ET Ge 160 95 
a a  . ieaiintetn ers exo: en nes al T50 00 
Ameliorations ..-... a Sc eectee smiakeniamaniariiek manana aie ni 575 00 
as etmetpn meses salenigaaamaaiiies $1,731 58 


his 
(Signed) PIERRE x LAMARLERE. 
: mark. 
Sworn to & subseribed with his mark, def’t not knowing how to 


sign, on this 9th April, A. D. 1879. 
(Signed) Kk. SABOURIN, Master. 


Report of Master in Chancery as to Widow Willian Laure ns, kiled 
April 2Sth, ISSO. Marked XN CC? in No. SS2o5, oflere 7 hy Complainant 
August 18th, 1880. 

Circuit Court of the United States for the Fifth Circuit and District 

of Loutsiana. 

To the honorable the judges of the circuit court for the fifth cireuit 
and distriet of Louisiana: 

GO160 The undersigned, master, to whom was referred the above 

case of Gaines vs. Laurens by an order of this honorable court 
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of the 13th day of November, 1877, having examined the testimony 
on file, and from information obtained from the office of the register 
of conveyances of the parish of Orleans, and from the testimony of 
Witnesses cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has the honor 
to report as follows: 

That under the order of court above referred to he was required 
to take an account of the yearly rents and profits or value for use 
accrued and accruing from the property in said order described since 
the same came into the possession of the defendant, the property 
being six lots of ground in square No. 5, bounded by Broad, St. 
P hilip, Dorgenols, and Ursuline stree ts, and design: ited by the num- 
bers 5, 6, 7, "8, { hand 10 ona plan drawn by ——. Said property 
was acquired by the defendant by purchase frém pon I’. Beugnot, 
as per act passed before A. Dueatel, notary public, on the Ist day of 
June, 1855, and registered in the conveyance office, book 62, folio 
108. This eround 1 is situated in what is known as the Blanc tract, 
and has always been left unimproved and vacant. For the reasons 
more fully set forth in the master’s reports on unimproved property 
in the Blane tract, filed on the 19th day of November, 1877, 11th 
May and 17th June, 1878, annexed to the ease of H. Larquie, one 
of the defendants herein, there will be allowed in favor of complain- 
ant and against defendant a yearly rent or value for use at the rate 
of five per cent. net, that Is to say, clear from all taxes and charges 
whatsoever, to be computed on the amount of seventy per cent. on 
the prices which said lots brought at the auction sale of 1857, process- 
verbal of which is in evidence herein, with interest at the rate of 5 
per cent. per annum on said yearly rents, said allowance to begin 
from the date of the purchase of the property and to continue until 
the property is delivered to the complainant, the computation being 
here made until the Ist April, 1879. 

No taxes paid are to be allowed defendant in accordance with the 
opinion of the master granting five per cent. net on the value of the 
property estimated as aforesaid, as the annual rent or value for use. 


Rent or Value for’ Use. 


Lots 5,6, 7, §,9, and 10, square 5, sold in 1837 for__---- $3,500 O00 
79 per cent. of which would be the value of the property 
Me REG, GET canenne ainsi cui ats sills ea ihc la dash 2.310 00 


vent at the rate of 5 per cent. on value would be 
6161 $115.50 per year, and for 2545 years_..---_-. . $2,983 75 


Interest on Rents. 


tent, Time. Rate. Interest. 
115 50 25 years, 5% 143 75 
115 50 24 we Hg 13S OO 
115 50 = - 132 25 
115 50 — , 126 50 
115 50 21 - - 120 7d 
115 50 — w 115 OO 


L115 50 19 * 6 100 25 
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115 50 —_ * a 103 50 
115 50 _— = Vs 7 Go 
15 50 —  * 5 2 OO 
115 50 — ™ a SG 25 
115 50 ae SO 50 
115 50 a . 74 7d 
115 50 oes . GO OO 
115 50 i. “ 6353 25 
115 50 _—* : 57 50 
115 50 a, o1 75d 
115 50 Ss ” “ 1G OO ° 
115 50 TE a “ AQ 25 
115 50 5 * “ 34 50 
115 50 _ . 298 75 
115 50 a * a 29) OO 
115 50 o , , li 2 
115 50 - 11 50 
115 50 | : ™ » 4a 
94 25 
Rent_. $2,983 75 POE. ccemaininie cenaaenia: ee 
Total due compiainant........................ 48523 3 
Reapitulation. 
Amount of rents, as per statement ............------. $2,983 re 
Amount of interest, as OP senteNent ........ncw cess eae aenene LS6OS 75 
ee Ge I, «... cere citer onremionniceres $4,852 50 
Master’s costs, $180. 
Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) Kk. SABOURIN, 
New Orleans, 26th April, IS70. Mast rin Chance ri. 


Proceedings Before Masts - a | nner d. 


Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master, under order from the 
honorable circuit court, district of Louisiana, dated the 13th 
6162 ‘November, 1877, in suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. Widow 
William Laurens, No. 3663, one of the defendants. 
Maren 241rn, 187%. 
This ease is fixed for hearing Friday, 28th inst. at 11 a. m. 
Maren 28rn, 1879. 

This case, fixed for hearing to-day, was called; present, W. Reed 
Mills, Esq., solicitor for complainant. 

The defendant, after due and diligent seareh and inquiry, not 
being found, the yaaster, at the request of selicitor of the complain- 
ant, proceeds to take testimony ex parte on behalf of complainant. 

Complainant, through her solicitor, being asked, says that she 


~ be = ed 


. _ ~_ es - stein 
Cr Oe > ME cha oe 
Re Cet Fe Bi el — wT oe 


ee meme tem 


= * ent mc 
° Ne, at. oe ‘. es | 2k eo ees . = a. 
ME OR er. pe PO Bag Ee) Migs ie Ae eee pace * 
wee Pres a : ee 2 > rl, Cee as a ee. ee. 
sd . “4 +. * # - <7 a” 
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does not know whether any taxes have been paid on the property 
-by defendant. 

Complainant, through her solicitor, offers the testimony of E. A. 
Deslonde and J. W. Davis, offered in the cases of H. Larquie and 
others, defendants in this suit, so far as regards vacant and unim- 
proved property; also the sale at public auction, made by the city 
on 10th March, 1837, copy whereof is now on file before the master, 
as also all the evidence offered heretofore in other cases of unim- 
proved and vacant property and filed before the master. 


J. W. Davis being sworn on behalf of compiainant, says: I have 
examined the property claimed by the defendant; it is vacant and 
unimproved. Ilestimate the value for use of the same at five per 
cent. per annum, net, on its value. I have made my estimate for 
the same reasons as set forth in my examination in the cases of F. 
M. Jacobs, Mrs.S. Magner, and others relative to unimproved lands 
in the Blanc tract, in the case of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Mons- 
seaux et al., No. 3663. : 

(Signed) J. W. M. DAVIS. 


E. A. Deszonpr, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant: I 
‘have heard the testimony of J. W. Davis read, and fully corroborate 
the same in every respect, and for the reasons given by myself in 
my testimony in the above cases of IF’. M. Jacobs, Mrs. S. Magner, 
and others, relative to unimproved lands in the Blanc tract, in the 
case of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux ef al., No. 3663, 
United States circuit court. 


_ (Signed) E. A. DESLONDE. 
Vacant. Notice Annexed. 
United States Circuit Court for the Fifth Circuit and District of. 
Louisiana. 


Myra CLarkK GAINES \ 
v8. No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseavux e¢ als. j 


To Widow Laurens: 


You are hereby notified to appear before me in my office, 
6163 No. 14 Exchange Place, on the 28th day of March, 1879, at 11 

o'clock a. m., there to protect your interest as a defendant in 
the above-entitled case, wherein testimony is to be taken in the 
matter of rents and revenues. | | 

Master's Office, New Orleans, 24th March, 1879. 
(Signed) E. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 


Received on the 24th March, 1879, and, after due and diligent 


search and anon, I have been unable to-find the defendant. 
Returned March 26th, 1879. 


___ Gigned) T. H. HIGINBOTHAM. 
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of Master in C as to L. J. E. Mace. Filed April 28th, 
a : oan X C* in No. 8825, offered by Complainant Auguat 
18th, . ; 


Circuit Court of the United States for the Fifth Circuit and District 
of Louisiana. 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court for the fifth circuit 
and district of Louisiana : 


The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred for 
report the above case, Gaines vs. L. J. E. Mace, by an order of this 
honorable court of the 13th November, 1877, having examined the 
testimony on file, and from information obtained from the office of 
the register of conveyances for the parish of Orleans, and from the 
testimony of witnesses cognizant of the facts connected therewith, 
has the honor to report as follows: 

That under the order of court above referred to he was required 
to take an account of the notes and bonds and yearly rents and profits 
accrued and accruing from the property in said order described since 
the same came into the possession of the defendant, the nn, cp be- 
ing two lots of ground, Nos. 1 and 2,on a plan drawn by C., A. 
D’Armes, dated 18th August, 1849, and deposited in the office of A. 
Dueatel, notary public,as plan 9, in book of plans 4. This propert 
is situated in square No. 57, bounded by Curendaiis walk, B . 
White, and Toulouse streets. Lot No. 1 measures 28 feet on Broad 
street, 62 feet 8 inches front on Carondelet walk, 32 feet 10 inches 
and 2 lines in the rear, and 62 feet 6 inches and 10 lines on the line 
separating it from lot No. 2. Lot No. 2 measures 30 feet 4 inches 
and 2 lines front on Broad street, 62 feet 6 inches and 10 lines on 
the line separating it from lot No.1, and 62 feet 5 inches and 4 lines 
on the line separating it from lot No.3. These lots correspond with 

lots 14 and 15 on the plan of J. A. Berougol of 1836. This 

6164 property was acquired by the defendant by purchase from 

ugene Ducatel, as per act passed before A. tel on the 

6th June, 1850, and recorded in book 50, folio 616, in conveyance 
office. } 

This ground is situated in what is known as the Blanc tract, has 
never been fenced in or improved, and has always been left vacant. 
For the reasons more fully set forth in the master’s reports on un- 
improved property in the Blanc tract, filed on the 19th November, 
1877, 11th May and 17th June, 1878, annexed to the case of H. Lar- 
quie, one of the defendants herein, there will be allowed in favor of 
complainant and against the defendant a yearly rent or value for 
use at the rate of five per cent. net ; that is to say, clear from all taxes 
and charges whatsoever, to be computed on the amount of seventy 

r cent. on the prices which said lots brought at the public sale of 
March, 1837, process-verbal of which is in evidence herein, with in- 
terest at the rate of 5% per annum on said yearly rents; said allow- 
ance to begin from the date of the purchase of the property and to 
continue until the property is delivered to complainant, the compu- 
tation being here made until the 6th April, 1879. 
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No taxes paid are to be allowed defendant, in accordance with the 
inion of the master granting five per cent. net on the value of 
e property as aforesaid as the annual rent or value for use. 
Rent or Value for Use. 
Lots 14 and 15 in square 57, sold in 1837 for...-- ---.. $1,600 00 
70 % of which would be the value of the property in 1850, - 
WON Serres be sachs nel pnancaee ith umaw die: 280 OO 
Rent at the rate of 5% on value would be $56.00 per : 
year, and for 28 42 years.___---_--_------.-------- 1,614 60 
Interest on Rents. 
Rent. Time Rate. Interest 
56 00 28 years. 5% 78 40 
56 00 - kan x 75 60 
56 00 26 =“ ‘: 72 80 
56 00 2. * * 70 00 
56 00 dee : 67 20 
56 00 23 CO * 64 40 
56 00 aay . 61 60 
56 00 + | Oe es . 58 80 
56 00 20 “ “ 56 00 * 
6165 56 00 1 4 % 53 20 
56 00 18 “ ” 50 40 
56 00 ae " 47 60 
56 00 16“ ¥ 44 80 
56 00 15 * “4 42 00 
56 00 14 * i 39 20 
56 00 mY 55 36 40 
5600 12 * . 33 60 
56 00 ee a " 30 80 
56 00 10 * " 28 00 
56 00 ix ? 25 20 
56 00 Ry * ° 22 40 
56 00 : aes “ 19 60 
56. 00 e.* . i6 80 
56. 00 Satins . 14 00 
56 00 4 .* rm 11 20 » 7 
56 00 3 ‘“ ‘6 8 40 
56 OO Wy) 6é ai 5 60 
56 00 I Sy 5 2 80 
° 46 60 | 
_ Rent_-_ $1,614 60 Interest ..-.- ..- ------- 1,136 80 
Bee. : 
BE aig” | SEA eae dee cvewtdandnbnn wos. Gaon 40 


ee | 


"§ 
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Recapitulation. 
Amount of rents, as per statement____- sniaiaities iat ei Sci dieaaae $1,614 60 
Amount of interest, as per statement..-....---.-.-.-- 1,136 80 
Total due complainant. --....-.--- ... ina’ eeoe --- $2,751 40 3 
Master’s costs, $155. 
Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) FE. SABOURIN, 


Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 26th April, 1879. 


Proceedings Before Master Annexed. 


Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master in chancery, under order 
from the honorable circuit court, district of Louisiana, dated the 
13th November, i877, in suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. L. J. E. 
Mace, No. 3663, one of the defendants. 


Marcu 241hu, 1879. 
This case is fixed for hearing Friday, 28th inst., at 11 a. m. 


Marca 281a, 1879. 


This case, fixed for to-day, was called. 
Present: W. Reed Mills, solicitor for complainant. 
The defendant, after due and diligent search and = 
having been found, the master, at the request of the solicitor 
6166 of the complainant, proceeds to take testimony ex parte on be- 
half of complainant. 
Complainant, through her solicitor, being asked, says that she 
does not know whether any taxes have been paid on the propert é 
Complainant, through her solicitor, offers the testimony of A 
Deslonde and J. W. Davis offered in the cases of H. Larquie and 
others, defendants, in their suit, so far as regards vacant and unim- 
proved property; also the sale at public auction, made by the city 
on the Oth March, 1837, copy whereof is now on file before the 
master, as also all the evidence offered heretofore in other cases of 
unimproved and vacant property, and filed before the master. 


J. W. Davis, being sworn on behalf of complainant, says: I have 
examined the property claimed by the defendant; it is vacant and 
unimproved ; f estimate the value for use of the same at five per 
cent. per annum net on its value; I have made my estimate for the 
same reasons as set forth in my examination in the cases of F. M. 
Jacobs, Mrs. S. Magner, and others relative to unimproved lands in 
the Blanc tract in the case of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux 
et als., No. 3663, United States circuit court. 


(Signed) J. W. M. DAVIS. 
E. A. Deslonde, being or sworn on behalf of complainant: I 
have heard the testimony of J. W. Davis read, and fully corroborate 


the same in every respect, and for the reasons given by myself in 


Be ge 
o“ 
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my testimony in the above cases of I’. M. Jacobs, Mrs. S. Magner, 
and others relative to unimproved lands in the Blane tract in -the 
case of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. TH. Monsseaux ef al, No. 3665, 
United States circuit court. 

(Signed) I. A. DESLONDE, 
Vacant. Notice Anneved. 


United States Cireuit Court for the Fifth Cireuit and District of 
Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
US. » No. 356635. 


P. H. Monsstaux ef al. | 


To Mr. L. J. E. Mace: 

You are hereby notified to appear before me at my office, No. 14 
Exchange place, on the 25th day of March, 1879, at 11 o'clock a. m., 
there to protect your interest as a defendant in the above-entitled 
case, Wherein testimony is to be taken in the matter of rents and 
revenues. 

Master’s office, New Orleans, 24th March, 1879. 

(Signed) Kk. SABOURIN, 


Mastery in Chancery. 


Received Mareh 26th, 1879, and after due and diligent search and 
inquiry I have been unable to find the defendant. 
Returned March 26th, 1879. 
(Signed) T. HL. HIGINBOTIAM. 


G167 Report of Masti i in Chancery as lo Widow i. Marmonget. 
Filed Apri 28,1879. Marked X C? in No. 8825. 


Proceedings before [. Sabourin, master in chancery, under order 
from the hon. circuit court, district of Louisiana, dated the 135th 
November, 1877, in suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. HH. Mons- 
scaux ct als., No. 3665, in the case of Mrs. J. B. Marmonget, one 
of the defendants, March 24th, 1879. 


This case is fixed for hearing Friday, 28th inst., at 11 a.m. 


: Maren 289i, 1879. 
This case, fixed for to-day, was called. 
Present: W. Reed Mills, Esq., solicitor for complainant. 
Defendant appears through her son, Ambroze J. B. Marmonget:, 

who resides with his mother on the property claimed and who pre- 

sents for lis said mother the statement marked A, dated March 26, 

1879, of improvements now on said property, with their valuation, 

and of the city taxes paid by them from 1850 to 1878, both in- 

clusively, and of the State taxes from 1851 to 1878, both inclusively. 

fam 26 years old. I will bring the titles, tax receipt, and voucher 
for expenses and improvements on Tuesday, April Ist, at 12 o’clock, 
when defendant herself and other witnesses will be present. 


And case continued until that day. 
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‘TUESDAY, Apri lat, Fo). 
This case, fixed for continued hearing, was called. 
Present: W. Reed Mills on behalf of complainant. 


The defendant, Widow J. Bo Marmonget, present in person, and 
being duly sworn, says: | 

I have been a widow for 22 years~widow of J. B. Marmonget. 
Being shown her statement marked A, signed on her behalf by her 
son, A. J. B. Marmonget, and filed before the master on the 2Sth 
Mareh, ’79—I deelare it to be my own statement, and that it is true 
and correct in all particulars, antl that it is not signed by me,as I do 
not know how to write, my son being authorized by ime for that 
purpose. We paid over 860 dollars per lot for the filling, for which 
we charge $240 In our account. On the 4th July, 1851, the frame 
building for which I charge SS00 was completed, as also the stable 

for which SSOO was charged, and the kitchen for which S400 
6168 ischarged. They were built by the same carpenter, — Barras, 

who is vet living, and who has given the receipt, which [ now 
produce, marked “ B.” } 

The yard is paved with brick for ten or twelve years, and for 
which | then paid 860, The cistern now on the premises was placed 
there by me five years ago, and was paid for by me the amount I 
charge, $50.00; the fences were made in 1851, but [ have kept them 
in repair ever since. They cost $155.00, as charged; the lots are 
LOO feet deep by 50 feet each, front on Broad street. Three vears 
ago the privy was made at a cost of $30; the value of the privy 
itself would be about $15. I have about sixty orange trees on my 
place, about six or seven years old, bearing. | sold fourteen this 
year and nine last vear at $1 each; but I have sixty yet. I cul- 
tivate the place as a vegetable, flower, and fruit garden, and sell the 
products and make my living for myself and family out of it. My 
charge of S198 for fruits, shrubbery, &e., is correct and based upon 
their actual value. The princip-le part of the trees and shrubbery 
were given to me. I did not pay for them. [| planted them myself. 

| lived on this place since the fall of 1851. My husband, Jean 
Baptist Marmonget, purchased on 4+ May, 1550, from Domeneque 
Duffan, by act before H. Pedesclaux, notary, the three lots Nos. 4, 
5, and 6 of square 19, as designated in the plan of J. A. B-——, of 
24th Dee., 1856, and deposited in the oftice of D’Armas, notary, as 
per Copy of sale now exhibited to master. Duffar purchased these 
lots from Jean Puysegur on 27th September, 1547, and the latter 
purchased from the Ist Municipality. Lot No. 5 was purchased by 
Jean Baptist Marmonget from Pierre Marté on 29 April, 1554, by 
act before HL. Pedesclaux, notary. 

Defendant now occupies all these four lots. They have always 
been occupied by herself, husband, and family since their purchase. 
Since one year her son has bought five or six cows, and now uses 
the stable as a dairy. I have been offered $88 per month for the 
stable, if | wanted to rent it. Previous to last year I had a tenant 

for the stable who. remained there six vears as a dairyman ; 
6169 he paid me $10 per month. The stable can hold twenty-six 
cows; he had for that rent the use of a room and kitehen; 
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he did not use any portion of the lots except for the deposit of the 
manure; he pastured the cows elsewhere. My son does the same— 
uses only the stable and pastures the cows elsewhere. This stable 
has been about all the time rented, since I owned the property, for 
dairy purposes, except 13 years previous to the war, when it was 
vacant. 

The amount of rent was constantly $10 per month, except for 
three years previous to the war, when it was 88 per month. I 
sometimes lost rent. Once, in 1856, | wished to leave the place and 
live with my brothers, and I rented the whole place, stables and all, 
at $15 per month during e vear and a half. I once rented one-half 
of the dwelling, consisting of one room, kitchen, and closet, at $3 
per month, but I reserved the use of the lots. Defendant cannot 
state what would be the rental value of her lots and house, as rents 
are now very low; previously they were higher. The buildings are 
in a good state of repair. I cannot now make an estimate of the 
present value of the buildings. I will take information and make 
a statement later. 

The city taxes from 1850 to 1878, both inclusively, have been 
paid by me as stated in my account, as well as the State taxes from 
1851 to 1875, both inclusive, as well as the drainage tax. I have 
not all my tax receipts, but present what I have. The property is 
insured for $2,000. 


J. W. Davis, being sworn for complainant: I have heard the de- 
position of defendant, and [ confirm and ratify her general state- 
ment. 

I consider the value of the whole of the property, four lots and 
the improvements, thereon, at $1,800; the improvements at $1,000, 
the land at $800. I would consider $20 per month for the past — 
years a fair rental value of the property. It would be worth that 
since the buildings were thereon. 


I. A. Deslonde, being sworn, confirms the general statement of 
the defendant, and fully the testimony of Mr. Davis. 


Mr. Octave Foy, sworn on behalf of the defendant, states: 
6170 That he is a carpenter and builder for 55 years in this city. 
I knew the property of the defendant well. I estimate the 
ralue of the buildings, fences, and cistern, and lots and all at about 
$1,000.00. Witness says that his estimate of $1,000 includes $700 
for the buildings and $300 for the lots at the present time. T would 
not at the present time build what there is in the lots for $2,000. 
I do not know the rental value either now or for the past years. 
I know that the property could have been sold at one time for 
$5,000. I estimate the present rental value of this property at $15 
per month. I myself would willingly give her $20 per month if 
she would lease the place. I estimate the rent at $15.00, and would 
give $20 per month for the place. 
Mrs. Mar). oNGET states that she paid $252 for the brick sidewalks 
as charged, and the receipt is produced among the papers. She 
does not remember the time it was built, but the receipt will show. 


Sd 


ad 


THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 4975 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court, fifth cireuit and 
district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Marmonget; by an order of this honorable 
court above referred to of the 15th November, 1877, having exam- 
ined the testimony on file, and from information obtained from the 
offices of the register of conveyances and the administrator of as- 
sessments of the City of New Orleans, and from the testimony of 
witnesses cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has the honor 
to report as follows: 

That under the order of court above referred to he was required 
to take an account of the metes and bounds and yearly rents and 
profits accrued and accruing from the property in said order de- 
scribed since the same came into the possession of the defendant, 
the property being: Four lots of ground, Nos. 5, 4,5, and 6, in 
square 19, as per plan of , 1856; said square is bounded by 
Dumaine, St. Philip, Broad, and Dorgenois. Lots 4, 5, and 6 were 
purchased from D. Duffard on the 4th May, 1850, as per act passed 

before H. Pedesclaux, notary. Lot No.5 was purchased from 
6171 Pierre Monté on 29 April, 1854, as per act passed before I. 
Pedeclaux, notary, of this city. 

Defendant ap speared before the master and filed her account 
against defendant. She is in possession of the property since 4th 
May ay, 1850, by act of purchase before H. Pedesclaux, notary, and has 
since the fall of 1851 lived on the place, using it as a vegetable, 
flower, and fruit garden, and making a living from the products 
thereof; and the stable has always been used and rented as a dairy. 
The evidence establishes that the total improvements made by de- 
fendant on the property cost about $2,260, and that the vi alue now 
of the improvements is about $1,000, and also that the sidewalk has 
been paved at an expense of $252. The average between cost in 
1851 and the present valuation would be $1,680.00, on which 
“umount interest will be allowed defendant at the rate of 5% per an- 
num from Ist May, 1551, until this date. The price of paving the 
sidewalk and 5% interest thereon from day of payment will be also 
allowed defendant. Interest at the rate of 5% per annum is allowed 
on $240, the amount charged for filling the four lots, from date of 
payment. The city taxes from 1850 to 1878, both inclusively, 
amounting to $645 99, and the State taxes from 1s: 51 to 1878, both 
ine lusively, amounting to $521.53, and drainage, $24, having been 
paid by defendant, are allowed, with 5% interest thereon from the 
day of payment. The property having been vacant from the 4 
May, 1850, to 4 May, 1851, 5% net on 7% of valuation of 
1857, as established by proces-verbal of sale by the city in evi- 
dence herein, is allowed during said period of time to complain- 
ant, with 5% interest on the total amount of rent; and for the bal- 
ance of the time, to wit, from the 4th May, ISo1, date of the im- 
provements, until this day, a rental value of $20.00 per month is 
allowed in favor of complainant against defe nd: ant, with 5% inter- 
est on the amount of each year’s revenue until paid, said allowance 
to be eredited in favor of compl tinant, as aforesaid, 
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Rent. Value for Use. - 


Lots 4, 5, & 6, in square 19, sold in 1837 for.-..------- 


70% of which would be their value in 1850_. ~~. 


6172 Rents at the rate of 5% per annum for 1 year_-- 
Se Nt I iiivin eer csicrcincompcnnninnc niente wena 
Rent while unimproved and vacant---- ..-.---- 


Rent while improved from the Ist May, 1851, to 50 
April, 1879, 28 years, at $240 per year...-.2 ni pian amet 


Interest on Pents. 


Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
240 OO 27 vears. OG 324 OO 
210) OO 4, ado. " , ol2 OO 
240 OO 25 do. . 300 OO 
240 OO 24 do. . 98S OO 
240 OO 73 ao. 5 297TH OO 
240 OO 7 |6e.. 7 264 OO 
240 OO 7. ef. ™ 252 OO 
240 OO 20 alo. ‘ 240 OO 
240 O09 19 do. " * 22S OV 
240 OO 1S” alo. “ 216 OO 
240 OO 17° do. a 204 OO 
%40 OO 6 «do " 19? OO 


210 OO do. 7 1SO) OO 


1 

15 
240 O00 14. do. « 168 00 
240 OO 13 do “ 156 00 
240 O00 12 do. " 144 00 
240 OO ll «lo. ” 132 OO 
240 OO 10 do ” 120 OO 
240 OO «do - LOS OO 
240 OO S do. ? 1} OO 
240 OO 7 es " S4 00 
240 OO 4, «lo. ” 72 00 
240 OO 5 do. “ 60 OO 
240 OO 4 do. « 48 O00 
240 OO 3 do. se 36 00 
240 OO . a 5 24 OO 
240 OO 1 do. ™ 12 00 
24) OO 

RE canine $6,720 OO BN ii ccicaien 


$1,800 00 
1,260 00 


$63 00— 


88 20 


S151 20 


6,720 00 


4,536 00 


I iw visiceninsinthinicin vices tina iia se ~- $11,407 20 


a 


a oe 


EE HO ee 


md 


me 
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61735 State and City Taxes and Interest. 


Y ear. State tax. City tax. Total, Time. tate. Interest. 

1850 11 45 4 38 15 83 258 years. a4 22 20 
D o 14 3 50 f Sk Z S 96 
52 23 1 70 oe i” ” 25 
D3 o of 12 60 15 90 2 ' ” 19 S7 
5: “g 7 20 (oo we 8 70 
DD 3 50 7 40 oe mm * , 12 59 
"Db 5 35 5 90 i a a, . 12 37 
"57 3 75 25 20 98 96 2) if ss 30° 39 
D8 5 65 IS 00 Sea we * “ 23 65 
DY 3 75 18 00 “— ie he. “ 0 G7 
60 oo io 1S OO Te Ge ee - 19 5S 
6 3% 40 1S 00 ir: a eee ‘“ IS 50 
‘62 o 7) 12 00 ta ee ” 12 GO 
63 A 79 12 00 6.78 te * 12 57 
64 4 75 IS 00 _- 2 ee ee ' 15. 93 
G5 . 4 a 1S 00 mm “ 14 7S 
66 4 75 8 ae: eS : 13 65 
67 10 75 30° 00 40 75 11 6 " 22 41 
6S 11 SO 23 25 ao he * ” V7 02 
69 15 00 37 30 ae Ff * o 2° GO 
70 24 20 54 38 736% 6 UF é‘ 91 43 
71 o2 2) 54 35 sc Fg 7 . 30 21 
72 a2 2) 5D OO i i 96 17 
73 o4 65 45 OO nw @: &* “ 1 9] 
"74 17 65 35 OO a , 10 55 
w fi 17 65 ot Ov ee oe S 27 
76 17 65 1S OO 3) Oo 2 3 ” > ob 
77 17 60 18 00 so a. | -* . 1 78 
78 17 60 1S 00 35 60 

DFOINABS..« ccna 24 00 2400 10 =«(¢ «“ 1 00 

State... $321 53 

> Saree 

pS ae ke 

ESE TRS SN LE RE I Ce pee Een S479 65 

6174 Interest on Iinprovements. 

The average value of the improvements being $1,650; in- 
terest on same for 28 years, at 5 per cent. per annum $2,282 00 

Interest on $240, for filling, for 25 years, at 5 per cent. ol OO 

To wdeiianiahicqinitinlnnctintan wuicieinibdiilinnsdmannmiadch ee 
Sidewalks. 
ARSE CORE TE DONTE hi ceee 2020 ccchdipeinninen 252 00 
Kutevest from 1504, a6 O per cent........4 .nnnncnnecues 315 00 
DR icc ci iiniacdniigniotmne vatineesiag: winmainaiiil Meat l S567 00 


3124 
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Recapitulation. 


ee uum ke. ae oe 


Less : 
City, State, and drainage tax -..........~--~- 989 52 
CEE LAER TO 
Interest on Improvements. ~~~ ---- .. 2618 00 


EES ES RELATE ERROR MOE Te 567 OO 


, | ARAMA Oram dees a eerers ELAN REE Fe | 
Balance due complainant---—-.-..-..-+.-.-. 2... 96,733 O03 
Master’s costs, metes, &c.---- S30 OO ; 
Do. lo. report os re ae 


S250 OO 


Respectfully submitted. 
" (Signed) Ek. SABOURIN, 


Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, April, 1879. 


In this case, the complainant elects to take the improvements at 
their value, as set forth herein, namely, $1,650; which amount, de- 
dueted from $6,755.05, will leave a balance due complainant of 
$5,125.05, 

Respectfully submitted. 

(Signed) 


* SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 26th April, 1879. 


Report of Master in Chancery as to Widow B. Durocher. Filed April 
28, 1879. 


6175 Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master, under order from the 
hon. cirenit court, district of Louisiana, in the suitof Myra 
(Clark Gaines vs. P. Il. Monsseaux ef al., in the case of Widow B. 
Durocher, one of the defendants, (8663, marked X C2? in No. 
S825). 
Marcu 24ru, 1S79. 
This case was fixed for hearing Friday, 28th instant, at 11 a. m 


Marcu 28ru, 1879. 

This case, fixed for hearing to-day, was called. 

Present: W. Reed Mills, solicitor for complainant. 

The defendant, Widow B. Durocher, could not be found, after ies 
and diligent search and inquiry; the only person found now in pos- 
session of said property under a title of purchase of 14 September, 
1876, from Nicola Laurent and Mrs. H. Boutevillain to Gabrial Au- 
gustain, by act before A. Dreyfus, notary, being the said Gabrial 
Augustain, claiming the same as his property, and who now appears 


— -_ 


—-_ 
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before the master, through his wife (born), Elizabeth Ilarrison, for 
the protection of his interest. 

Mrs. Evizanetu Harrison, f. m. ¢., being sworn on behalf of her 
said husband, no objection being made to her testimony by solicitor 
for complainant, says: Her husband and herself have lived upon 
the property described in the judgment rendered against the said 
defendant, Durocher, since the date of their purchase, 14 Sept’r, 1S76, 
and have since occupied the place, for which they paid $250 cash. 
The improvements on the property consist of an old house with two 
rooms; there is neither kitchen, cistern, nor banquette; the house 
was on the property when we purchased it; from appearance, | 
would judge that the house was on the premises for the past ten 
vears. The lot was not filled when purchased by us; we have since 
filled them. I estimate the value of such filling at $60 per lot—say, 
$120 for both. We have also planted fruit trees, the value of which 
[ cannot tell. We also use the lots as a vegetable garden. The 
property was fenced in when we bought it, But my husband has 
since repaired the back fence, which was broken down about sixty 
feet, which I estimate to have cost 820. We also erected a shed in 

the rear: the planks for the same cost $12.00; my husband 
6176 put the shed up himself; the whole may be worth $20, as put 

up. Rents are so low now that I do not think over six dol- 
lars per month could be got for it. During the time previous to my 
occupation I think five or six dollars could be got as rent per month 
for the place. 

Witness states that she will be here with her husband on Monday 
morning at 10 o’clock, Slst instant, and bring her tax receipts. 1 
make a living off the property. 


J. W. Davis, being sworn for complainant, says: That I have heard 
the testimony given by the previous witness, and fully corroborate 
the estimates given for improvements, filling, and rental value. 

I value the entire property at $600 and the improvements at one- 
half, say, $500. 

Monpbay, 31 March, 

Mrs. Elizabeth Harrison now appearing with her husband, Gabriel 
Augustaine, presents tax receipts paid by herself and by her vendors, 
being city and State tax receipts as follows, viz: City taxes from 
1860. to 1879, inclusive ; State taxes from 1870 to 1877, inclusive. 


W. Reed Mills present on behalf of complainant. 


GABRIEL AUGUSTAINE, beingsworn, says: [am the husband of Eliza- 
beth Harrison, who gave her deposition on Saturday. I authorized 
her to appear and give evidence. I have heard the testimony of my 
wife, Elizabeth Harrison, read, and | corroborate it in all particulars, 
it being a correct statement. The lots were very jow when I pur- 
chased, “and could not be used for gardening, but since I filled them 
up they can be used for gardening purposes, fruit trees, &e.; 1 put 
about one foot 8 inches filling on those lots. 

I know the part of town in which this property is for the past 20 


x 
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vears, and believe, from the best of my knowledge, that it has been 
built eighteen or nineteen years. 


This property was purchased by the late Nicholas Laurent from - 


Pierre Deverges, as per act passed 19th May, 1853, before Jos. Lis- 
bury, notary public, of this city, and had been purchased by the 


said Pierre Deverges, with other property, from Municipality No. 1 of 


this city, as per act before Jos. ’ hotary, of this city, of 2d 
G177 September, 1548; said lots designated as Nos. 3 and 4 of plan 


of FF. N. Tourne, dated 28th April, 1853, being lots 28 and 29 
? Sa) ‘ 


of plan of J. A. Bourgerol, dated 24th December, 1836, as appears 
from copies of said acts presented before the master. 


, 


(‘ase closed. 


Taxes paid by Mrs. Durocher and Mrs. Augustin. 


Year. City. Stute. 
i OO 
EERE SEER SEI ERT Ses e Onn nse. 9 OO 

. ae 6H OO 
| RE ERE ee Genome any ate Raymer ee yase > OO 
|_| ERATE Se isle a AAR ove Rome 9 OO 
EEE RI es Gare eee winch Pe ornare MEI ) OO 
eager a omee es ae aee re eee ) OO 
RF ROR ener ean ere: eee 9 OO 
i ~ ae 
RTE SRG pone semen Re ROE OO 
RR ie eel epee eee TE ORS es 12 00 10 15 
2) RCE eR REO So MONE ASE IE She 1d. 7d 15 OO 
i 16 50 13 50 
| Ca SEE oie aoe ea a le emer IS OO S 70 
eee we ie 15 00 S 70 
EE Renae sane aie 15 OO S 70 
Ee Fa a A ee Le 9 OO S 70 
ON eimai OO 5D 90 
IS78 — ASP ME Ss Clb RR 9 OO 
LS7Y REET INTD MOT ie gv 5 25 


) Bond 


SPOS 50 S79 35 


Circuit Court of the United States, Fifth Circuit and District of Lou- 
Isha. 
In the case of Widow B. Durocher, one of the defendants. 

To the honorable the judges of the cireuit court of the United States 

for the fifth cireuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, to whom was referred the above case of Gaines 
vs. Durocher, by an order of the 13th November, 1877, having ex- 
amined the testimony on file, and from information obtained from 


the offices of the registrar of conveyances and the administrator of 


assessments of the City of New Orleans, and from the testi- 

G17S mony of witnesses cognizant of the facts connected therewith, 
has the honor to report as follows : 

That under the order of court above referred to he was required 


w 


id 


sa 


‘a 


THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. {OS] 


to take an account of the metes and bounds and of the vearly rents 
and revenues or value for use accrued and accruing from the prop- 
erty in said order described since the same came into the possession 
of the defendant, the property being— 

Two lots of ground, Nos. 25 and 29 (on a plan of Bergeroul of 
IS37), situated in square 55, bounded by Dorgenois, Broad, Tou- 
louse, and St. Peters streets, and was purchased from Pierre Deverges 
by the late Nicholas Laurent on the 19th May, 1855, as per act 
passed before Joseph Lisbony, notary public of this eity. 

In this case the defendant, Widow Bb. Durocher, could not be 
found after due search and inquiry made by the master, and. testi- 
mony was taken on behalf of complainant at her request. But Mr. 
and Mrs. Gabriel Augustin, in possession of the property sinee 14 
September, 1876, by act of purchase from Nicholas Laurant and 
Miss H. Boulevillain, passed before A. Dreyfous, notary, said vendor 
Laurant (from whom defendant holds is heir and universal legatee) 
having purchased same on 19 May, 1855, from Pierre de Verges, as 
per act passed before Jos. Lisbony, notary, appeared for the protee- 
tion of their interest, and testified on their own behalf as well as on 
the behalf of the defendant, their warrantor, and filed a statement of 
city taxes paid on said property from 1860 to 1579, both inclusively, 
imiounting to $208.50, and State taxes 1S7O to TS77, amounting to 
$79.35, payment of which wasshiown by vouchers. [t is in evidence 
that the rental value of the place since it was Improved some cight- 
ech or twenty years ago—say 50° April, 1860—up to the present 
time is six dollars per month. It is also in evidence that the im- 
provements on the property are worth S300; and, though not di- 
rectly shown, yet the presumption is and the master assumes that 
they were put on the place by the defendant in 1860. It is also 
shown that the improvement of a shed made on the place by pos- 
sessor Augustin at a date not fixed, but which the master assumes 

to be I May, 1877, by an average from the date of his Posses- 
G179 sion to the present time cost 820.00, interest on which will be 

allowed, though disallowed on 320 repairs made to fence, he. 
cause interest is allowed hereafter on $500, total value of improve- 
ments. The master therefore allows in favor of complainant and 
against defendant six dollars per month from Ist May, 1860, date of 
improvements, until the present time, with 5% Interest on the total 
amount of each year’s rent until paid. 

l’rom the period preceding | May, 1860, to wit, from 19th May, 1855, 
date of purchase, until Ist May, 1860, during which time, in the ab- 
sence of more positive evidence, the master assumes that the land 
was vacant, the sum of 5% net on 70% of the value of said two lots 
in 1837, as evidenced by proces-verbal of sale by the City of New Or- 
leans, filed herein in favor of complainant, with 5% interest on the 
total amount of each year’s revenue or value for use. 

The above allowance in favor of complainant ts debited with 5% 
interest on $300—value of improvements from Ist May, 1860, to 350 
April, 1879, with 5% interest on $20.00 improvement of shed from 
Ist May, 1877, and with $208.50 city taxes paid, and $79.55 State 
tuxes paid, with 5% interest thereon from date of payment, as ascer- 
tained by tax receipts. 
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Rents. 


Rents from May, 1860, to 30th April, 1879, 19 years, at 
GEE BOT FORE. vcccisicmnmnnwicnminiinpnmsbien de dee meme $1,368 00 


Interest on Rents. 


Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
72 00 18 years. o% 64 SO 
72 00 ; eff. “ 61 20 
72 00 16 do. " 57 60 
72 OO 15 do. - H4 OO 
72 OO 14. do. ™ SO 40 
72 00 18. do. ? 46 SO 
72 OO 12 do. " 435 2O 
72 00 i =e. . 89 60 
72 00 10 do. o 36 00 
72 00 9 do. . 32°40 
72 00 8 do. " 28 SO 
72 00 7. do. “ 25 20 
72 00 G do. . 21 60 
72 00 5 do. “ 18 00 

GO1SO0 72. OO 4 do. ¥ 14 40 
72 00 3 do. ° 10 SO 
72 OO 2 do. - ° ‘- 
72 OO 1 do. . 3 60 
72 00 

Rents.. $1,368 00 » ee 615 60 

DT his i nals abel aciinemsdieniesanialinil iit ueaiaeel $1,983 60 


State and City Taxes and Interest. 


Year. State tax. City tax. Total, Time, Rate. Interest. 
1860 ss 9 00 900 IS years. 5% 8 10 
G] ah 9 OO Y OO [7 ée ’ 7 65 
62 we 6 OO 6 OO 16 do. - 4 SO 
63 ace 6 00 6 OO 15 do. 2 4 50 
G4 aan Q OO Q OO 14. do. " 6 30 
65 Pin Y 0 a> 8 @e “ 5 85 
66 wes [ow OC 12 do. - 5 40 
67 a 9 00 oa tt @ . 4 95 
68 a 9 0 9 00 10° do. . 4 50 
69 ahs 9 OO 9 0 9 do. ¥ 4 05 
7() ae =e 26 8 do. " 4 SO 
71 10 15 lo 1d 25 OO 7 do. = Q 45 
ee 15 OO 16 50 lL 50 6 do. “ 9 45 
7S iw te 2. 5 do. ~g 7 90 
"74 870 16500 33 70 4 do. ” 4 74 
15 870 1500 3 7 3 Ga. ” 3.56 
wit 8 70 9 00 17 70 2 do. . ke 
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T7 5 90 % OO 14.90 a * 6 75 
78 8 70 9 00 LZ 70 
79 sence 5 2D 5 aa 
State tax... 79 35 
RI i eniniica iene aiiien .- 208 50 
OO 
ee 
OILS] Interest Oil Tinprove lite nts. 


The value of the improvements placed on the property in 


LS60 being $300.00, interest on same for 19 vears will be-. $285 00 
The value of the improvements placed on the property in 
IS77 being $20, interest on same for 2 years will be. -- -- 2 OO 
NE ht eee 
Repairs. 
Se aici cca creer noemidcapicduiicadsindsidininiae a ae 
Rent or Value for Use. 
Lots 27 and 28, square 55, sold in 1837 for -----.------. $900 00 
70 per cent of which would be the value of the property 
i i i cite cel es 
Rent at the rate of 50 per cent. on value would be 831.50 per 
TS fa hee 
Interest on Pents. 
Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
ol ov 25 vears. oY Oo 37 
SL 50 24 cdo. clo. 3, SO 
a1 50 293 «do. do. 2) 2X 
31 50 2) do. lo. O4 HD 
BL 50 21 do. do. 33 0S 
ol Ov 20 do. lo. oh 30 
OL OO 19 do. clo. Cy Ot) 
Rent. 220 50 SCS Pee S24? do 
ee I i I on coerce ei en $463 05 
Recapitulation. 
Rent of property when improved, as per state- 
ERIE ETS CO Raa Ne ane ee a ee 
i 615 60 
OS ER i Ine ee cee MEE nian Fee SONATE OMe Cem nem $1,983 60 


4LOS4 fHE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


SOE OOF COO 6. kcccccusens $287 85 
A a ibis rciiditnipiicins nail 98 52 
Interest on improvements, as per statement—- 287 OO 
Repairs, as per statement ---...--....-.---- 20, 00 
SEI ibbiaiciakin saiidiiiicnl de ncadahemmniccdnae aL HEL ee O95 O7 
ID aciiiiiiilienie dei iia call ail ha as 1,200 235 
Add: 
Rent of property while unimproved, per 
i S?2?0 50 
SNS 06k NG eit cnet ies 242 55 
BUNGE cictnmcininienion ale ihe sehen siiaiiatccedaaminds ‘abla $463 05 
Daiance due complainant... ........<..- FO 
Master’s costs, metes and bounds... $30 
" DI ecsccinienn ans 
SISO 


Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) ik. SABOURIN, , 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, April, 1879. 


In this case the complainant elects to take the improvements at 
their value asset forth, namely, $520, which amount deducted from 
$1,755.25 will leave a balance due complainant of $1,433.28. 
Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) Ik. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 26 April, 1879. 


Notice Attached to Master's Report. 
U.S. Cireuit Court for the Fifth Cireuit and District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. . No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseacx et al. | 


To Widow B. Durocher : ) 

You are hereby notified to appear before me, at my office, No. 14 
Exchange Place, on the 28th day of March, 1879, at 11 o’clock a. m., 
there to protect your interest as a defendant in the above-entitled 
casc, Wherein testimony is to be taken in the matter of rents and 
revenues. 

Master’s office, New Orleans, 24 M’ch, 1879. 

(Signed) i. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
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Received on the 24th March, ‘79, and after due and diligent 
search and enquiry I have been unable to find the defendant. 
Returned Mareh 26th, 187. 


(Signed) , T. Ht. HIGINBOTHAM. 


6185 Report of Master in Chancery “Ws lo Re. Devoe. Filed April 25, 
179. Marked XN XI C®*, in No. 8825, offered by Complainant 
18 August, 1880. | 


Proceedings before EK. Sabourin, master, under order from the hon. 
circuit court, district of Louisiana, dated the 13th November, 1877, 
in the suit of Myra Clark Gaines os. P. IL. Monsseaux et al., No. 
3663, in the case of R. Devoe, one of the defendants. 

Marcu 24rn, 187%. 

This case was fixed for hearing Friday, 28th instant, at 17 a.m. 

Marcu 28ru, 1879. 

This case, filed for hearing to-day, was called. 

Present: W. Reed Mills, Esqr., solicitor for complainant. 

The defendant, after due and diligent search and inquiry, not 
having been found, the master, at the request of the solicitor of the 
complainant, proceeds to take festimony ex parte on behalf of com- 
plainant. . 

Complainant, through her solicitor, being asked, says: That she 
does not know whether any taxes have been paid on the property. 

Complainant, through her solicitor, offers the testimony of EK. A. 
Deslonde and J. W. Davis, offered in the cases of H. Louque and 
others, defendants in this suit, so far as regards vacant and unim- 
proved property, also the sale at publie auction made by the city on 
10th March, 1837, copy whereof is now on file before the master, as 
also all the evidence offered herctofore in other cases of unim- 
proved and vacant property and filed before the master. 


J. W. DAvis, being sworn on behalf of complainant, SaVs: I hhave 
examined the property claimed by the defendant; it is vacant and 
unimproved. I estimate the value for use of the same at five per 
cent. per annum net on its value. 

I have made my estimate for the same reasons as set forth In my 
examination in the cases of I’. M. Jacobs, Mrs. 8. Magner, and others, 
relative to unimproved lands in the Blane tract, in the case of M. 
C. Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux et als., No. 3665, U.S. circuit court. 


(Signed) J. W. M. DAVIS. 


E. A. Destonpe, being duly sworn on behalf of complain- 
6184 ant: Ihave heard the testimony of J. W. Davis read and fully 
corroborate the same in every respect, and for the reason 
given by myself in my testimony in the above cases of IF. M. Jacobs, 
Mrs. S. Magner, and others, relative to unimproved lands in the 
Blane tract in the case of M. C. Gaines vs. P. TH. Monsseaux et als., 
No. 3663, U.S. cireuit court. 
(Signed) ky. A. DESLONDE. 


; 
: 
: 
; 
' 
3 
% 
: 
: 
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To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States 
for the fifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Devoe, by an order of this honorable court 
of the 13th day of November, 1877, having examined the testi- 
mony on file, and from information obtained from the offices of the 
register of conveyances and the administrator of assessments of 
the City of New Orleans, and from information derived from wit- 
nesses cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has the honor to 
report as follows: 

That under the order of court above referred to he was required 
to take an account of the yearly rents and profits accrued and = ac- 
cruing, or value for use, from the property in said order deseribed 
since the same came into the possession of the defendant, the prop- 
erty being one lot of ground, No. 2, in square 15, bounded by Sal- 
cedo, Gayoso, Bellechasse, and Dumaine streets. Said property was 
acquired by the defendant by purchase from the City of New Or- 
leans, as per act passed before J. Cuvellier, notary public, on the 
10th June, 1848, and registered in the conveyance office, book 53, 
folio 667. 

This ground, situated in what is known as the “ Blane tract,” has 
never been fenced in or improved, and has been left vacant. 

For the reasons more fully set forth in the master’s reports on 
unimproved property in the “Blane tract,” filed on the 19th No- 
vember, 1877, 11th May and 17th June, 1878, annexed to the case 
of H. Larquie, one of the defendants herein, there will be allowed 

in favor of complainant and against defendant a yearly rent 
6185 or value for use at.the rate of five per cent. net, that is to say, 


clear from all taxesand charges whatsvever, to be computed on — 


the amount of seventy per cent. on the price which said lot brought at 
the auction sale of 1837, procés-verbal of which is in evidedece 
herein, with interest at the rate of five per cent. per annum on said 
yearly rents, said allowance to begin from the date of the purchase 
of the property, and to continue until the property is delivered to 
complainant, the computation being here made until 10 April, 1879. 

No taxes paid are to be allowed defendant, in accordance with the 
opinion of the master granting five per cent. net on the value of the 
property estimated as aforesaid as the annual rent or value for use. 


Rent or Value for Use. 


Lot No. 2 in square 15 sold in 1837 for.....-----.---. $475 00 
7-% of which would be the value of the property in 1848, 
SD soccer sstsinelabeiidewn sale tice aad laceiasdisiblscodinainoiacialdiaactiaiias 382 50 


Rent at the rate of 5% on value would be $16.60 per 
year, and for 301% years...... ........ aininikaned oll 80 
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Interest on Rents. 


tent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
16 60 30 years, 4 24 00 
16 60 29 do. ” 25 20 
16 60 2S do. “ 22 AD 
16 60 27 ~=soddo.. ' 21 60 
16 60 24, do. 7 200 SO 
16 60 25, do. ” 20° 00 
16 6O 24 do. ss 1 2O 
16 60 23 «Cd. ay IS 40 
16 60 22 do. 4 17 60 
16 60 21 = do. ” 16 SO 
16 60 x) do. ” 16 OO 
16 60 1% do. 15 20 
16 60 18 do. w 14 40 
16 60 17 do. w: 13 60 
16 60 16 «do. 2 12 SO 
6186 16 60 15 do. “ 12 OO 
16 60 14. do. " 11 20 
16 60 13. do. . 10 40 
16 60 12 do. . Q GO 
16 60 ll do. . S SO 
16 60 10 do. . S OW 
16 60 do. " 7 20 
16 60 8 do. ec ( 40f 
16 60 7 oe. as 5 60 
16 60 6 do. m 4 SO 
16 60 5 do. “ 1 OO 
16 60 4 do. 7 » 2O 
16 60 3 do. ve 2 40 
16 60 : -_ si 1 60 
16 60 1 do. . SU 


13 SO 


Rent... $511 SO : ee ee ane a 372 OO 


Tatel Gue complainant... .... .ccccsscicacsecenee Gane Of 


Recapitulation. 


Amount of rents, as per statement--- .--.------------- $511 SO 
Amount of interest, as per statement_------- ---.------ diz OO 
Tetel Gan compesmant.... 2. nnccsegenmecscims $883 80 


Master’s costs, $150.00 
Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) Ee. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 26th April, 1879. 
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Notice Attached. ; 
U.S. Cireuit Court for the Fifth Cireuit and District of Loutsiana 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Baie ae . No. 5665. 
P. H. Monsseaux et al. | 


To R. Devoe: 

You are hereby notified to appear before me, at my office, No. 14 
Exchange Place, on the 28th day of March, 1879, at 11 o’clock a. m., 
there to protect your interest as a defendant in the above entitled 
suit, Wherein testimony is to be taken in the matter of rents and 
revenues, 

Master's office, New Orleans, 24 M’ch, 1879. 

(Signed) KE. SABOURIN, 


Master in Chancery. 


GIST = Leport of Master in Chancery as to Henri Carriere. Filed April 
. 28th, U7T9. Marked X XI C*, offered by Complainant in No. 
SS25. 

Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master in chancery, under order 
from the honorable cireuit court of the United States for the fifth 
circuit and district of Loutsiana, dated the 21 Mareh, 187%, in the 
suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux ef al, No. 5665, 
in the case of Henri Carriere, one of the defendants, claiming 
ownership of eleven lots of ground in square 20, 

Aprit Sri, 187%. 
Case fixed for hearing Monday, 21st instant, and complainant and 
defendant notified. 
Arrib 21st, 4879. 
This case was continued by consent until Tuesday, 22d inst., at 
10 o'clock a. m. 
Apri. 22p, ’79. 
Case called. 
Present: Wim. | 
aunt in person. = | 
25th inst., at 10 a.m. 


t. Mills on behalf of complainant, and the defend- 
xy consent the case was continued until Friday, 


10 A. M., 25 Aprit, 1879. 

This case, continued until this day and hour, was called. 

Present: Henry Carriere, defendant. 

Henrt Carriere, being duly sworn: When I purchased the prop- 
erty the buildings were thereon, with the exception of the stable and 
frame house on St. Ann street. There was a stable previously, but 
the one there now was built by me. IT purchased the property on 5d 
July, 1871, as per act before Edgar Grima, notary. 

The repairs to main building, for whieh $1,000.00 are charged in 
account, consist of an octagon made within a month since my set- 
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tlement with Mrs. Gaines, which addition cost 8500, and the other 
$500 was for painting and repairing the house 3 years ago, and kept 
the house in its original good state. 

[ built the stable in 1875, about the month of June or July. It 
cost $400. I could now have it built for $250. It is in good repair. 

The $400 was for paving the vard. The yard is very large. 
6188 It took at least 20,000 brick. I had it made in 1875, and 

would now cost much less than that. The paving of the 
yard was for my comfort. ! 

Garden and fruit trees: The $1,000 charged represent the actual 
value of 60 orange trees, plants, flowers, and the making of the 
flower-beds. I estimate the price of sixty orange trees at $5 per 
tree. There are about ten; and the plum, peach, and other fruit 
trees, the price of cost of planting which are $5 per tree. 

The charge of $700 represent- the cost of eight hundred feet of 
fencing. I have at least 400 feet of inside fencing. Some of it is 
fancy fencing and very costly. This $700 was tire cost to me. | 
paid for the general or outside fencing $500. This was built in the 
summer of ’73, and would now cost much: less. 

The frame house on St. Ann street for which I charge $600 
was ulso erected by me in 1875 and cost what | charge. It could 
now be built for three or four hundred dollars. I rent it; my wash- 
woman lives there; she is our servant. I value the rent of this 
building at $8 per month. 

The $300 charged for sundry improvements represent the cost of 
three cistern-, 2 at $80 apiece and 1 at $50. The value would now 
be one-third less. I have a force-pump attached to the well that 
cost me $55. I have another in the back yard; it cost me $25. The 
bee shed cost me $75. 

[ have paid the city taxes from ‘71 to’79. I have paid State 
taxes for ‘71 to “78 have also been paid. 


City taxes .....- ic caida teeta m'ncsasiaeiaddctaitaias walieciaieala ala SST0 3 
Re iki minernenn niece pee 


| have occupied the premises since [ purchased it. L consider it 
worth $40 per month rent. 
There are no costs added to the taxes charged. 
(Signed) H. CARRIERE. 
J. W. Davis, being duly sworn, and having heard the testimony 
of Mr. Carriere, corroborated the same as to improvements and 
values of rent per year. 


(Signed) | J. WM. DAVIS. 
61S9 , Master's Report. 
To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United 
States, fifth circuit and district of Louisiana : 


The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above ease of Gaines vs. Carrieré by an order of this honorable court 
above referred to of the 21st March, 1879, having examined the tes- 
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timony on file, and from information obtained from the office of the 
register of conveyances and from the testimony of witnesses 
cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has the honor to report 
as follows: 

That under the order of the court above referred to he was re- 
quired to take an account of the yearly rents and profits accrued 
and accruing from the property in said order described since the 
same came into the possession of the defendant, the property being 
eleven lots of ground in the square bound- by Dorgenois, Broad, 
Dumaine, and St. Ann streets, said lots being numbered 1 to 11, in- 
clusive, on a plan made by J. A. Bougerol in 1836, bei ‘ing the whole 
front on Broad street. 

This property was acquired by the defendant from Marcelin Es- 
nard as per act before FE. Grima, notary public, on the 3d day of 
July, 1S71, registered in book —, page —. 

In this case defendant appeared and filed his statement of account 
against complainant. Defendant is in possession of the property 
since 3d July, IS71, by purchase as per act before Edgard Grima, 
notary. At the time of his purchase the buildings were on the 
place, with the exception of the stable and the frame house on St. 
Ann street. 

It appears by the evidence that the repairs to the main building 
or residence were made by defendant in 1876—say Ist July—and 
kept the house in its original good condition ata cost of $500. The 
stable was built by the defendant in July, 1875, and cost $400, the 
average between the cost and actual value being $525. That the 
paving of the yard, made, say, Ist July, 1873, cost $400.00, and by av- 
erage S300, interest in which latter sum the master will allow, be- 

cause the expenditure, though for sumptuary purposes, seems 
6190 to have enhanced the rental value and been productive of 
revenues, 

That $350 should be taken as the expenditure of defendant for 
his fruit trees, and interest allowed thereon for the same reason as 
interest on paving is given, and as the planting was done gradually 
and no exact date was fixed, the master considers as the average 
date from which to calculate interest, the Ist June, 1875. That 
$500 should be allowed as the average cost of the fences, and that 
interest should be calculated thereon from Ist July, 1873, the time 
of its construction. That a frame building, fronting on St. Ann 
street, was erected by defendant, say Ist July, 1875, at a cost of 
$600, and that the average cost would be $450, upon which interest 
should be allowed from date of construction. That sundry im- 
provements in cisterns, garden pumps, bee sheds, cost defendant 
$500.00, charged by him in his account, and that interest should be 
allowed him on same from Ist of June, 1875, the exact date of expend- 
iture not being fixed by the testimony. That defendant paid 
$870.34 city taxes from 1871 to 1879, both inclusively, and $653.06 
State taxes from 1871 to 1878, both inclusively. That the average 
rental value of the main building or residence is, since the date of 
defendant’s purchase, $800.00 per annum. That the average rental 


“~ 


“Y 


<< — ~o- a —- a 
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value of the frame building on St. Ann street is, since defendant’s 
possession, $5.00 per month. 

Considering the evidence the master allows in favor of complain- 
ant and against defendant S800 per year rental value of main build- 
ing from 3d July, 1871, date of defendant’s purchase, until this day, 
with 5 per cent. interest on the total revenue of each year until 
paid, and also allows complainant $8.00 per month rental value of 
house on St. Ann street from Ist July, 1875, date of improvement, 
until this day, with 5 per cent. interest on the total of each vear’s 
revenue until paid. Defendant is to be credited in deduction of above 
allowance to complainant, with 5 per cent. Interest on S00, cost of 
repairs, from date of expenditure, 1 July, 1876, until this day; and 
with 5 per cent. interest on $525.00, average cost of stables, from Ist 

July, 1873, date of construction, until this day; and with 5 
GIOL per cent interest on $300, average cost of paving, from Ist July, 

1873, date of expenditure, until this day ; and with 5 per cent. 
interest on $500, average cost of fence, from Ist July, 1875, date of 
construction, until this day ; and with 5 per cent. interest on $350.00, 
expenditure for fruit trees, from Ist June, 1875, until this day ; and 
with 5 per cent. interest on $450, average cost of louse on St. Ann 
street, from Ist July, 1875, date of its construction, until this day ; 
and with 5 per cent. interest on $300, for sundry improvements In 
cisterns, &c., from Ist June, 1875, until this day; and finally, with 
SSTU.34, city taxes, with 5 per cent. thereon from date of payment, 
and with $655.26, State taxes, and 5 per cent. thereon from date of 
payment. 

Pent. 

Rent of main building on Dumaine street from the 3 


July, 1871, to the 5 April, 1879, 7 years and 9 mos., (a 
ak eee 


Interest on Tents. 


tent, Time. Rate. Interest. 
SSOO OO 7 years, sy) SISO OO 
SOO OO 6 «lo. ‘ 210 OO 
SOO OO 5 6do. 4 O00 OO 
SOO OO | do. se 160 O00 
SOO OO 3. do. “ ~~ OO 
SOO OO > do. - SO OO 
SOO OO 1 «co. ws 4000 
GOO OO 
Rent -. 86,200 00 Interest........ « tan eo 
TR bibistninnes entnercotecemnts wep ae ee $7,520 00 
Pent. 


Rent of frame building on St. Ann street, from 1 July, 
1875, to Ist April, 1879, 5 years and 9 mos., (@ $96 per 
JOOP .nncccnncen conews cn wewn cons conn cone coeews one 552 OO 
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Interest on Rents. 


tent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
$96 O00 D vears. ay) S24 00 
Ow; OO . 22. mt 19 20 
G10? 5, OO . “ ' 14 40 
1 OO . ~ ) (0) 
5 OOD a . 4 SO 
72 VO 
Rent _.. $552. 00 Ra ae 72 OO 
et aaa ae sil caeeanasale icant tiation 


State and City Taxes and Interest. 


Year. Stute Tax. City Tax. Total. Time. tute, Interest. 
187i 172 00 192 50 364 50 Tyears. 5% 127 57 
72 107 50 2 i «> oe Me ae do. S175 
" 72 72 30 125 00 oi fo .6lU Sl Ok do. § 498 37 
74 58 00 135 00 193 00 4 do. do. 39 60 
75.60 | G8 88 65 34 129 14 3. do. do. 19 37 
76 72 OU O7 ov 140 OO > @& do. 14 00 
7 2 60 60 . 116.46 1 ae do. 5 SO 
78 10 GO 60 OO 110 60 
State. _. S653 06 , 
eee 
a a ee ee 
LAL LEER LE LS RN LON RS OT EE RE TE $557 46 


Interest on Improvements. 


Interest on $500.00, Gost of repairs, from 1 July, 1876, to Ist 


April, 1879, 2 vears & 9 months, at SD véinctinneuhn” ae oe 
Interest on $325.00, average cost of sti able, from Ist July, 

IS75, to Ist April, 1879, 5 years & 9 months, lf) a 95 45 
Interest on $500, average cost of paving, from: 1 July, 1873, 

to Ist April, 1879,5 years and 9 months, (@ 5%. -..--. 87 00 
Interest on S500, average cost of fences, from Ist July, Sv, 

to Ist April, 1879,5 years & 9 months, @ 5% ~-----.--- 1453 55 
Inte ‘rest on S300, e sg nditure for fruit trees, from Ist June, 

7, to | April, 7 > vears and 10 months oeai esr etn Ee re 66 OO 


Interest on it. iateciine-<dvesane cost of improvement 
on St. Ann St., from 1 July, 1875, to Ist April, 1879, 5 


years & Rs ee ID so nen cic emnnioernnimiacee ane 129 35 
Interest on $300, for sundry improvements, from Ist June, 
‘To, to I April, isco, © yenes & 10 MOE. ccinc iccaccenns Oe 


| a ae ee ONE R Mee eE En nee er oC Tee $645 6O 
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6198 Recapitulation. 

Rent and interest of main house, Dumaine street...—_- $7,320 O00 

Rent and interest of house on St. Ann street. ..-.------ 624 00 
» ESE NS Spas mean ncnepegin aii $7,944 00 

Less— 

City oe Gite tatet........... cnncencanccdcand Se 

I ns wists tninicentaacanl an 337 46 

Interest on improvements___- ~~~... ----- 645 60 
Tsk wor noe se ieaideaidahieiaaiad 2505 46 
Balance due complainant pssoew semaine S458 54 


Master’s costs, $250.00. 
Respecifully submitted. 
(Signed) kK. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 26th April, 1879. 


Annex to Master's Report. 


Improvements made and taxes paid by H. Carrieré on property 
corner Broad and Dumaine. 


PUREED SO ORE ese es cnns comen amen ence Ee 
I i ibid teres ciated nelhiiabint enencker mere dena: iegienanaiiieineiia i 400 O00 
IE IEE sisiintinnieniionn nena omsnn a cinmiatiapaaatiamiiigibaiian 400 00 
SERENE EEE AE IE IS 1,000 00 
SE siciicniniens Givaiie Apletinnipliarenitnee arate acnemiclaiiagiiaiias inibasiaihinin 700 OO 
ny UND OIE Te TN Fi ois. oc siemens ines 600 00 
IY DOIN ies: cnn one 0 ces ennne 300 00 


City taxes—1871, $192.50 ; 1875, $165; 1874, $125 ; 1875, 
$135; 1876, 865.3 - 1877, $67.50; 1878, 860; 1879, 
LAE Oe a RMN enor! FO aan ee . S70 3 
State taxes—1871, $172; 1872, $107.50; 1873, $72.50; 
1874, $58; 1875, $65.80; 1876, $72.50; 1877, $56.16 : 
ei, icici ieitaistiis icenstscines nn txts eseninsiiieiigien alniiiiee 655 O06 


$5,925 40 
(Signed) H. CARRIERE. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me on this, 25th day of April, A. 


D. 1879. 
(Signed) i. SABOURIN, Master. 
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6194 Report of Master in Chancery as to Miss Adele Monjot. Filed 
April 28th, 1879. Marked XNI C?, offered by Complainant 
i No. SS25 


Proceedings before EK. Sabourin, master in chancery, under order 
from the hon. circuit court, district of Louisiana, dated the 13th 
November, 1877, in suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux 
et al., No. 3663, in the case [ef] Adele Mongen, one of the defend- 
ants. : 

Maren 24rn, 1879 
This case is fixed for hearing Friday, 28th inst., at 11 a.m. 

Marcu 287ru, 1879. 

This case, fixed for hearing to-day, was called. Present: W. Reed 
Mills, Esq., soliciter for complainant. 

The defendant, after due and diligent search and inquiry not hav- 
ing been found, the master, at’ the — of the solicitor of the 
compl: inant, proceeds to take testimony ee parte on behalf of com- 
plainant.  ¢ ‘compl: unant, through her solioline , being asked, says that 
she does not know whether any taxes have been paid on the prop- 
erty. 

Complainant, through her solici tor, offers the testimony of I. A. 
Deslonde and J. W. Davis, offered in the cases of I. Larquie : and 
others, defendants in this suit, so far as regards vacant and unim- 
proved property ; also the sale at public auction made by the city 
on the 1th March, 1837, copy whereof is now on file before the 
master, as also all the evidence offered heretofore in other cases of 
unimproved and vacant property, and filed before the master. 


J. W. Davis, being sworn on behalf of complainant, says: I have 
examined the property claimed by the defendant; it is vacant and 
unimproved. | estimate the value for use of the same at five per 
cent. per annum, net, on its value. I have made my estimate for the 
same reasons as set forth im my examination in the cases of I’. M. 
Jacobs, Mrs. 5. Magner, and others. relative to unimproved lands in 
the Blane tract in the case of M. C. Gaines vs. P. Hl. Monsseaux ef 
al., No. 3663, U.S. cireuit court. 


(Signed) J. WM. DAVIS. 
G19 Ki. A. Destonpr, being duly sworn on behalf of complain- 
ant: 


[ have heard the testimony of J. W. Davis read, and fully corrob- 
orate the same in every respect, and for the reasons given by myself 
in my testimony in the above cases of I°. M. Jacobs, Mrs. S. Magner, 
& others relative to unimproved lands in the Blane tract in the 
case of Myra C. Gaines vs. P. IL. Monsseaux et al.,. No. 3663, U.S. cir- 
cuit court. 


(Signed) k. A. DESLONDE. 
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Cireuit Court of the United States for the Fifth Cireuit and District 
of Loutsiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
VS. . No. 3665. 


P. H. Mowsseaux et al.) 
Miss Adele Monjot; named in judgment Mongon. 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court for the fifth cireuit 
and district of Louisiana : 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred for 
report the above case of Gaines vs. Monjot by an order of this hon- 
orable court of the 15th November, 1877, having examined the 
testimony on file, and from information obtained from the office of 


‘the register of conveyances for the parish of Orleans, and from the 


testimony of witnesses cognizant of the facts connected therewith, 
has the honor to report as follows : 

That under the order of the court above referred to he was re- 
quired to take an account of the metes and bounds and yearly rents 
and profits, or value for use, accrued and accruing from the property 
in said order described, since the same came into the possession of 
the defendant, the property being one lot of ground in square No. 
24, bounded by Salcedo, Gayoso, St. Ann, and Dumaine streets ; 
said lot is designated by the number 5 on a plan of L. IL. Pilie, 18 
May, 1848, and measures 31 feet 5 inches and 5 lines front on Du- 
maine street by a depth and front of one hundred feet on Salcedo 
street. 7 

This property was acquired by defendant by purchase from 
Charles Hyetsted, as per act passed before Jos. Cuvellier, notary pub- 
lic, on the 26 November, 1850, and registered in the conveyance 

office, book 53, folio 254. 
6196 This ground is situated in what is known as the Blane 
tract; has never been fenced in or improved, and and has 
always been left vacant. 

For the reasons more fully set forth in the master’s reports on un- 
improved property in the Blane tract, filed on the 19th of November, 
1877, llth May and 17th June, 1878, annexed to the case of H. 
Larquie, one of the defendants herein, there will be allowed in favor 
of complainant and against the defendant a yearly rent or value for 
use at the rate of five per cent. net, that is to say, clear from all 
taxes and charges whatsoever, to be computed on the amount of 
seventy per cent. on the prices which said lot brought at the aue- 
tion sale of Mareh, 1837, proces-verbal of which is in evidence herein, 
with interest at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum on said yearly 
rents ; said allowance to begin from the date of the purchase of the 
property, and to continue until the property is delivered to com- 
plainant, the computation being here made until the 26th November, 
1S7S. 

No taxes paid are to be allowed defendant, in accordance with the 
opinion of the master granting five per cent. net on the value of 
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the property, estimated as aforesaid, as the annual rent or value for 


Rent or Value for Use. 


Lot 5 in square No. 24 sold in 1837 for ...-.----------- 
70 per cent. of which would be the value of the property 
Rent at the rate of 5 per cent. on value would be $16.60 

per year, and for 25 years .----.-- 


Interest on Tents. 
Time. 


7 years. 
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Reeapitulation. 


Amount of rents, as per statement-_-_---------.-------- S464 SO 
Amount of interest, as per statement ..-. ---------.----- ols 74 
FEE Ge SRO ..0 nc nd cencicicneperanennn. (eee 


Master’s costs, $130.00. 
Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) EK. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 26th April, 187%. 


Notice Attached. 
U.S. Cireuit —— for the Fifth Cireuit and District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLrark GAINES ) 
Us. No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. ‘ 
To Adele Mongen or Monjot : 
You are hereby notified to appear before me, at my office, 
6198 No. 14 Exchange Place, on the 28th day of March, 1879, at 
11 o'clock a. m., there to protect your interest as a defendant 
in the above-entitled case, where testimony is to be taken in the 
matter of rents and revenues. 
Master’s office, New Orleans, 24 M’ch, 1879. 
(Signed) iE. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 


Endorsed: Received March 24th, 1879, and after due and diligent 
search and inquiry I have been unable to find the defendant. Re- 
turned March 26th, 1879. (Signed) T. Hl. Higinbotham. 


Report of Master in’ Chancery as to J. B. Mailhe. Filed April 28th, 
S79. Marked X C?, offered by Complainant in S825, 


Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master in chancery, under order 
from the hon. circuit court, district of Louisiana, dated the 13th 
November, 1877, in suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. HL. Monsseaux 
et al., No. 3663, in the case of J. B. Mailhe, one of the defend- 
ants. 

Maren 247i, LS79. 

This case is fixed for hearing Friday, 28th inst., at 11 a. m. 

3 Maren 281i, 1879. 

This case, fixed for hearing to-day, was called. Present: W. R. 
Mills, Msq., solicitor for complainant. 

The defendant, after due and diligent search and inquiry, not 
having been found, the master, at the request of the solicitor of com- 
plainant, proceeds to take testimony ex parte on behalf of complain- 
ant. 
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Complainant, through her solicitor, being asked, says: That she 
does not know whether any taxes have been paid on the property. 

Complainant, through her solicitor, offers the testimony of E. A. 
Deslonde and J. W. Davis, offered in the cases of UH. Larquié and 
others, defendants in this suit, so far as regards vacant and unim- 
proved property ; also the sale at public auction made by the city 
on 10th March, 1837, copy whereof is now on file before the master, 


as also all the evidence offered heretofore in other cases of 


6199 unimproved and vacant property, and filed before the 
master. 

J. W. Davis, being sworn on behalf of complainant, says: I 
have examined the property claimed by the defendant; it is vacant 
and unimproved. I estimate the value for use of the same at five 
per cent. per annum net on its value. 

I have made my estimate for the same reasons as set forth in my 
examination in the cases of F. M. Jacobs, Mrs. 8. Magner, and others 
relative to unimproved lands in the Blanc tract, in the case of M. C. 
Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux ef a/., No. 3663, U.S. cireuit court. 

(Signed) J. WM. DAVIS. 


I. A. Destonpe, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, says: 
I have heard the testimony of Mr. Davis read, and fully corroborate 
the same in every respect, and for the reasons given by myself in 
my testimony in the above cases of F. M. Jacobs, Mrs. S. Magner, 
and others relating to unimproved lands in the Blane tract, in the 
case of M. C. Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux et al., No. 3663, U.S. cireuit 
court. 


(Signed) I. A. DESLONDE. 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court for the fifth cireuit 
and district of Louisiana : 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Mailhe hy.an order of this honorable court 
of the 17th day of November, 1877, having examined the testimony 
on file, and from information obtained from the offices of the 1 ‘egister 
of conveyances and the administrator of assessments of the City of 
New Orleans, and from information derived from witnesses cognizant 
of the facts connected therewith, has the honor to report as followst 

That under the order of court above referred to he was _ re- 
quired to take an account of the metes and bounds and yearly rents 

and profits or value for use accrued and accruing from the 
6200 property in said order described since the same came into the 
possession of the defendant, the property being : 

Two lots of ground, Nos. 19 & 20, in square No. 18, bounded by 
Broad, White, Dumaine, and St. Phillip streets, as per plan of L. H. 
Pilie, dated 17th January, 1859. Said lots measure each 2.) ft. 8” 

7’” front on Broad street, 29 ft. 9” 4” in the rear, by a depth of 100 


lock, This property was acquired by the defendant from the est. of 


John MceDonogh, as per act passed before E. Bouny, notary public, 
on the 3d day of March, 1859, and registered in the conveyance 
office, book 78, folio 559. 
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This ground, situated in what is known as the “ Blane tract,” has 
never been fenced in or improved, and has always been left vacant. 

lor the reasons more fully set forth in the master’s reports on un- 
improved property in the “ Blane tract,” filed on the 19th Novem- 
ber, 1877, llth May, and 17th June, 1878, annexed to the case of 
IH. Larquie, one of the defendants herein, there will be allowed in 
favor of complainant and against defendant. a yearly rent or value 
for use at the rate of five per cent. net, that is to say, clear from all 
taxes and charges whatsoever, to be computed on the amount of 
seventy per cent. on the prices which said lots brought at the ane- 
tion sale of March, 1837, procés-verbal of which is in evidence herein, 
with interest at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum on said yearly 
rents, said allowance to begin from the date of the purchase of the 
property, and to continue until the property is delivered to com- 
plainant, the computation being here made until the 3d March, 
1879. 

No taxes paid are to be allowed defendant in accordance with the 
opinion of the master granting five per cent. net on the value of the 
property, estimated as aforesaid, as the annual rent or value for use. 


Rent or Value for Use. 
Lots Nos. 19 and 20, in square 18, sold in 1887 for, $805 00 
6201 7-% of which would be the value of the property 
2 ee ae eS S05 00 


Rent at the rate of 5% on value would be $40.25 per year, 
0 Ge BO POR... oo cn ccnc nuns eee 805 00 


Interest on Rents. 


Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
40 25 1) years. Oh 538 00 
40 25 8 “ do. 36 O00 
40 25 Ta do. 34 00 
40 25 — = do. 3? OO 
40 25 _ * do. 30° 00 
40 25 i do. 2S OO 
40 25 — = do. 26 OO 
40 25 — do. 24 O00 
40 25 _ = do. 2? OO 
- 40 25 19 “ do. 20) OO 
40 25 9 do. 1S 00 
40 25 - do. 16 00 
40 25 » do. 14 00 
40 25 g * : do. 12 00 
40 25 Se * do. 10 00 
40 25 S * do. 8 OO 
; * do. 6 OO 


40 25 : 


40 00 


do. 
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40 25 do. 2 00 
40 25 

Rent .--- $805 00 380 00 
Total due complainant. .------------------ $1,185 00 


Master’s costs, $150.00. 
Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) » Kk. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 26th April, 1879. 


Notice Attached. 
U.S. Circuit Court for the Fifth Cireuit and Distr ct of Louisiana, 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
US. > No. 3663. 
‘ P. H. Monssravux ef als. | 
6202 To J. B. Mailhe: 

You are hereby notified to appear before me, at my office, No. 14 
Exchange alley, on the 28 day of March, 1879, at 11 o’ciock a. m., 
there to protect your interest as a defendant in the above-entitled 
case, Wherein testimony is to be taken in the matter of rents and 
revenues. 

Master’s office, New Orleans, 24 M’ch, 1879. 

(Signed) i. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 


Endorsed : Reeeiyved on the 24 M’ch, 1879, and after due and 
diligent search and inquiry | have been unable to find the defend- 
ant. Returned March 26th, 1870. (Signed) T. H. Higinbotham. 


Report of Master in Chancery as to Widow Wm. Moran. Filed April 
28th, S79. Marked X C?, offered by Complainant in 8825. 


Est. Wi. Moran, named in judgment Wim. Moran. One lot of 
ground 1. square 340, bounded by , purchased 35 January, 
1850, from John Coyne, as per act before A. Ducatel, N. P. 


Myra Crank GAINES vs. Wu. Moran. 
MASTER’S OPrFICE, 2 Nove miber, « x 2 

This case fixed for this day, and the defendant, Widow Moran, 
having been notified to appear, but having failed to do so, this case 
was continued until Monday, 5th inst., at 10 o’clock a. m. 

22p Marcu, 1879. 

Before I. Sabourin, master, in case of Mrs. William Moran.. 

The defendant, altho’ notified personally, failing to appear, this 
ease was called and the testimony taken ex parte at the request of 
solicitor for complainant. 

Present: W. Keed Mills, solicitor for complainant. 
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J. W. Davis, having been duly sworn, says: I know the property 

of the defendant, being lot No. 35 in square No. 20, bounded by D., 
Broad, St. Ann, and Dumaine streets. 

6205 The improvements consist of a one-story frame building, 
containing two rooms and gallery, also a two-story house in 

the rear, containing four rooms and basement. I consider a fair 

rental value of the same $8 per month. This estimate is made as 

an average for the past ten or twelve years. 

I cannot state how long the buildings have been built; they are 
old, and may have been constructed fifteen or twenty years ago ; 
the buildings are in pretty fair condition. 

I should judge that from 1860 the same average rental value 
stated by me would have been fair if the buildings had then been 
constructed ; but I cannot state, previous to that time, what the rent 
would be. I estimate the present entire value of the ground and 
improvements at $600.00—the improvements at $400, lot $200.00. 


FE. A. Deslonde, being duly sworn, and having heard read the 
testimony of Mr. Davis, corroborates the same in full. 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court for the fifth circuit 
and district of Louisiana: 


The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Moran, by an order of this honorable court 
of the 22d day of June, 1877, hav.ng examined the testimony on 
file, and from information obtained from the offices of the register of 
conveyances and administrator of assessments of the City of New 
Orleans, and from information derived from witnesses cognizant of 
the facts connected therewith, has the honor to report as follows: 

That under the order of court above referred to he was required 
to take an account of the yearly rents and profits and value for use 
accrued and accruing from the property in said order deseribed 
since the same came into the possession of the defendant, the prop- 
erty being one lot in square No. 540, bounded [by] Broad, Dumaine, 

Dorgenois, and St. Ann streets, and designated as lot No. 35, 
6204 measuring 31 feet front on St. Ann street by 162 feet in 
depth. 

This property was acquired by the defendant, by purchase from 
John Coyne, as per act passed before A. Ducatel, notary public, on 
the 5d January, 1850, and recorded in the conveyance office, book 
58, folio 385. 

In this case defendant, although duly notified, having failed to 
appear, testimony was taken ex parte, at request of complainant on 
her own behalf. 

The evidence shows that defendant was in possession since the 5d 
January, 1850, of one lot of ground, upon which are improve- 
ments consisting of a one-story frame building and of a_ two- 
story house; that the present value of the improvements in 
buildings on the land is $400; that $800 per month is a fair 
average rental value for said property from 1860 until this day, 
and in default of evidence on the rental value of the same from 
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1850 to 1860, the master, considering the well-known prosperous 
condition of this city during that decade, will assume that the 
above-mentioned rental value per month should apply to that period 
of time. | 
Though there is no evidence on the part of defendant, the master 
will assume in his favor, from the probabilities of the case, that the 
improvements were constructed by the defendant, and will allow 


interest on the sum of $400, value of improvements, in deduction of 


rents and revenues. 

There being no proof of the payment of taxes by defendant, none 
are allowed. Complainant is therefore allowed against defendant 
the sum of $88 per month as the average rental value ‘of said prop- 
erty from the 3d January, 1850, to this day, with 5 percent. Interest 
on the total of each year’s rent until final payment; and defendant 
is credited in deduction of said rents with 5 per cent. interest on 
$400.00 from 3 January, 1850, until this day. 


Rent. 
Rent from 3d January, 1850, to 3d January, 1879, 29 
wontn, 69006 pet YOR... nn connec ne wenendassnesens ee 
6205 Interest on Rents. 

Rent. Time. Rate. . Interest. 
96 OO 28 years. D% S154 40 
% OO 27 «do. i 129 60 
1} OO 26 do. ‘ ws 124 S80 
15 OO 25 do. 6 120 00 
96 OO 24 do. ¥s 115 20 
965 OO 23 do. . 110 40 
95 OO 22 do. “ 105 60 
9 OO 21 do. ” 100 80 
5 OO 20) do. . 96 OO 
9 OO * 7 ee. - 91 20 
1 OO 18 do. “ S6 40 
5 OO 17 do. m S1 60 
%) OO 16 do. ” 76 SO 
"1, OO 15S do. " 72 OO 
G5 OO 14 do. "s 67 20 
96 OO 13 do. . 62 40 
i) OO 12 do. ™ 57 60 
1) OO 11 do. " 52 SO 
96 00 10 do. . 48 00 
96 OO 9 do. 4 43 20 
9 OO S do. ” | 38 40 
96 OO 7 do. ' 33 60 
96 OO 6 do. ' 28 SO 
9 OO 5 do. ” 24 OO 
% OO 4 do. . 19 20 

3 do. . 14 40 


Y6 OO ‘ 


‘ ges 
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96 OO ? do. we 9 GO 
96 O00 1 do. a 4 80 
1} OO 
Rent — $2,784 00 SS Ee ae Peep aL LO4S SO 
UE videwen Hitdnk ee ons omnes dienes ee 


[Interest on Improvements. 


The value of the improvements being $400, interest is 


allowed on the same for 29 years, at 5% --------.--- S580 O00 
6206 Reeapitulation. 
I I iii di ni enemies ae ee $4,732 SO 
Less interest on improvements ........--...-.-.------ 580 00 
Balance due complainant. .......--.---------- $4,152 S80 


Master’s costs, $250. 
Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) E. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 26th April, 1879. 


Annexed to Master’s Report. 


In this case the complainant elects to take the improvements at 
their value as set forth, namely, $400.00, which amount deducted 
from $4,152.80 will leave a balance due the complainant of $3,752.80. 

Respectfully submitted. 


(Signed) E. SABOURIN, 
New Orleans, 28th April, 1879. Master in Chancery. 


Report of Master in Chancery as to Jaeques Phillippe Moreau. Filed 
April 28th, 1879. Marked X C?, UL S. C. C., No. 8825, offered by 
Complainant. 


Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master in chancery, under order 
from the hon. circuit court, district of Louisiana, dated the 
13th November, 1877, in suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Mons- 
seaux et al., in the case of P. Moreau, one of the defendants. 

Marcu 24rn, 1879. 

This case is fixed for hearing Friday, 28th instant, at 11 a. m. 

Maren 28ru, 1879. 

This case, fixed for hearing to-day, was called. Present: W. R. 
Mills, Esq., solicitor for complainants. 

The defendant, after due and diligent search and enquiry, not 
having been found, the master, at the request of the solicitor of the 
complainant, proceeds to take testimony ex parte on behalf of com- 
plainant. 
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Complainant, through her solicitor, being asked, says: That 
6207 she does not know whether any taxes have [been] ‘paid on the 
property. 

Complainant, through her solicitor, offers the testimony of FE. A. 
Deslonde and J. W. Davis, offered in the cases of H. Larquie and 
others, defendants in this suit,so far as regards vacantand unimproved 
property ; also the sale at public auction made by the city on 10th 
March, 1837, copy of which is now on file before the master, as also 
all the evidence offered heretofore in other cases of unimproved and 
vacant property, and filed before the master. 


J. W. Davis, being sworn on behalf of complainant, says: I have 
examined the property claimed by defendant; it is vacant angl un- 
improved. I estimate the values for use of the same at five per cent. 
per annum net on its value. 1 have made my. estimate for the 
same reasons as set forth in my examination in the cases of I. M. 
Jacobs, Mrs. 8S. Magner, and others, relative to unimproved lands in 
the Blane tract, in the case of M. C. Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux ef al., 
No. 5663, U.S. circuit court. 


(Signed) J. WM. DAVIS. 


It. A. Destonpe, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, says: 
I have heard the testimony of Mr. Davis read, and fully corroborate 
the same in every respect, ‘and for the same reasons given by myself 
In my examinavon in the above cases of I. M. J: acobs, Mrs. 8. Mag- 
ner, and others, relative to unimproved lands in the Blane tract, in 
the case of M. C. Gaines vs. P. Hl. Monsseaux et al., No. 3663, ULS. 


circuit court: 
(Signed) Kk. A. DESLONDE. 


To the honorable the judges of the cireuit court for the fifth circuit 
and district of Louisiana: 


The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Moreau, having examined the testimony on 
file, and from information obtained from the offices of the registe T 
of conveyances and the administrator of assessments of the ¢ City of 
New Orleans, and from information derived from witnesses cognizant 

of the facts connected therewith, has the honor to report as 
6208 follows: That under the order of this honorable court of the 

17th day of November, 1877, he was required to take an ac- 
count of the metes and bounds and yearly rents and profits or value 
for use accrued and accruing from the property in said order de- 
scribed since the same came into the possession of the defendant, the 
property being one lot of ground, No. 21, of the plan of Bouregol, 
made in 1856 (but described in the act of sale as No. 15 of plan of 
J. Brille, in office of L. T. Caire), in square 19, bounded by Broad, 
Dorgenois, Dumaine, and St. Philip streets. Said lot measures 31 ft. 
3 in. and 6 lines front on St. Philip street, by a depth of 100 ft. be- 
tween parallel lines, and was acquired by the defendant from J. PF. 
Legier, as per act passed before O. Drouet, notary public, on the Sth 
day of December, 1860; registered in conveyance office, book 82, folio 
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497. This ground is situated in what is known as the Blane tract, 
and has always been left vacant. 

lor the reasons more fully set forth in the master’s reports on un- 
improved property in the Blane tract, filed on the 19th November, 
1877, 11th May and 17th. June, 1878, annexed to the case of Hl. Lar- 
quie, one of the defendants herein, there will be allowed in favor of 
complainant, and against defendant, a yearly rent or value for use 
at the rate of five per cent. net; that is to say, clear from all taxes 
and charges whatsoever, to be computed on the amount of seventy 
per cent. on the prices which Said lots brought at the auction sale of 
March, 1837, procés-verbal of which is in evidence herein, with in- 
terest at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum on said yearly rents, said 
allowance to begin from the date of the purchase of the property, 
and to continue until the property is delivered to the complainant, 
the computation being here made until the Sth December, 1878. 

No taxes paid are to be allowed defendant, in accordance with the 
qpinion of the master granting five per cent. net on the value of the 
property estimated as aforesaid as the annual rent or value for 


use, 
6209 Rent or Value for Use. 
Lot No 21 in square 49, sold in 1837 for.-------.---.- = S600 00 
Seventy (70) per cent. of which would be the value of the 
ORIN TR: FORE CIE cite en nwnn: ennai neielaians 420 00 
Rent, at the rate of 5 per cent. on value would be $21.00 
ner Vale, G0 GN 30 PORNS onc es mecmindninnion ied 378 OO 
Interest on Rents. 
tent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
21 OO 17 years. 2%. 17 85 
21 OO 16 do. " 16 SO 
21 OO 15 do. . 15 75 
21 00 14. do. “ 14 70 
21 OO 13 do. . 13 65 
21 00 12 do. ” 12 60 
21 OO 11 do. ™ 1] 55 
21 OO 10. do. yr 10 50 
21 00 Q do. ” 45 
21 OO S do. . 8 40 
21 OO — " i 35 
21 OO 6 do. - (5 30 
21 OO 5 do. ° a 5 25 
21 00 4 do. " 4 20 
21 OO 3 do si 3 15 
21 OO = € ae 2 10 
21 00 ; ao is, 1 05 
21 OO 
tent... $378 OO a 160 65 


Total due complainant ---.-.---- wiininiiaiiiaaeundiiilie $538 65 
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Master’s costs, $130.00. 


Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) Kk. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 26th April, 1879. 


Notice Attached. 
U.S. Cireuit Court for the Fifth Circuit and District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
US. “No. 3663. 
P. Il. Monsseaunx et al. j 


To Jacques P. Moreau: 
6210 You are hereby notified to appear before me at my office, 

No. 14 Exchange Place, on the 25th day of March, 1879, at 
11 o'clock a. m., there to protect vour interest as a defendant in the 
above-entitled case, wherein testimony is to betaken in the matter of 
rents and revenues, . 

Master’s office, New Orleans, 24 March, 1879. 
(Signed) Kk. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 


Endorsed: Received Mareh 24th, 1879, and, nfter due and dili- 
gent search and inquiry, | have been unable to find defendant. 
Returned March 26th, 1S79.- 

(Signed) T. Hh. ULGINBOTHAM. 


Report of Master in Chancery as to Julian Dunaud. Filed April 28th, 
S79. Marked X C®, offered by Complainant, No. 8825. 


Proceedings berore I. Sabourin, master, under order from the hon. 
circuit court, district of of Louisiana, dated the 13th November, 1877, 
In the suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux et al., No. 
0665, In the case of Julien Dunaud, one of the detendanis. 

Maren 24rn, 1879. 
This case was fixed for hearing Friday, 28th inst., at 11 a.m. 


Manrecn 28ru, 1879. 
This case, fixed for hearing to-day, was called. Present: W. Reed 
Mills, Ksq., solicitor for complainant. Case continued until April 
Sth, at 10 a. m. ) 
Aprit Stn, 1879. 
Francois Towme, now in possession, under title from the heirs of 
Julien Dunaud, now appears and will produce a statement of ae- 
counts and youchers on Wednesday, 9th inst., at 10 a.m. 


APRIL 9TH, 1879. 


This case, continued until to-day, called. Present: W. Reed Mills, 
solicitor for complainant. Mr. Francois Turné called and stated 
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that he could not find the tax receipts of the property, and de- 
6211 clined to file the statement promised by him, stating hethought 
it useless to do so. | 
The property of defendant consists of two lots of ground—Nos. 2 
and 29 in square 36, bounded by Broad, White, Orleans and St. 
Ann streets. 


I. A. Destonpe, sworn on behalf of complainant, says: 


I am acquainted with the property of the defendant. The im- 
provements on lot No. 2 consist of a small one-story house contain- 
ing two or three rooms. It is old, shingle-roofed. 

Lot No. 20, in the rear of lot No. 2, fronting on Orleans street, is 
used as a garden or nursery. I could fix the rental of lots 2 and 
29, inclusive, at $5.00 per month, as an average, since the erection 
of the improvements—it may have been more when the improve- 
ments were new—but I consider this a fair average. It was occu- 
pied when I examined it, a year ago. 

The buildings are very dilapidated and of little value. I would 
consider $75 or $100 a fair value of them at the present time. The 
property is fenced in; the fence is very old. The building appears 
to have been in use for many vears. Assuming the house and fences 
to have been built of new material, I think they would have cost 
three hundred dollars. 

(Signed) I. A. DESLONDE. 


Mr. Frangois Tourné reconsidered his statement and requested 
the master to grant him until to-morrow, 10th instant, to file his 
account; which request was granted, and the case went over until 
to-morrow, at 10 a. m. 


On this 10th day of April, 1879, appeared Francois Tournier, now 
in possession of the property of defendant, Julien Dunand, and pre- 
sents his statement, & being duly sworn, says: That he purchased 
for $175.00 the two lots of ground, numbers two and twenty-nine of 
square No. thirty-six, bounded by St. Ann, Orleans, 6th, and Broad 
streets, having purchased the same on 24th November, 15877, at pub- 
lic auction, made by Placide J. Spear, auctioneer, under order of 2d 

district court, parish of Orleans, of date October 19,1877, in’ Sue- 
62112 cession of Eugene Dunand, No. 59606 of said 2d district court 

and act of sale to him through Edward Thomas Parker, pub- 
lic administrator, being passed before Theodule Buisson, notary, 
on 1%h January, 1875; said property belonging to said Eugene 
Dunand as universal legatee of Julien Dunand, recognized as such 
and put in possession of the property by Judgment of 2d district 
court, parish of Orleans, of date 24th September, 1869, rendered in 
Succession of Julien Dunand, No. 33148 of docket, and registered in 
conveyance office in book 6, folio 354; that the buildings were on 
the property when he purchased it—to wit, one house and a fence. 
That since his purchase he has put repairs on buildings to the 
amount of $25.00. That the taxes, city and State, amounting to 
$56 and $42, were paid at time of his purchase, his title stating 


5OOS THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


same, but that he has not the tax receipts. That he has paid no 
tuxes ‘since he is in possession, two years’ taxes being now due 
thereon. ‘That he keeps the house insured for $400, and the fences 
for $50,in People’s Insurance Company of this city. That the 
premises are leased out by him for the price of six dollars per month 
since he is in possession. ‘That he believes that during the time 
preceding his own possession, when the buildings were on the place, 
the rental value per month was about the same amount, six dollars 
per month. That the house is new in a very bad state of repair. 
That at present it is not worth over $100—in fact, it would need to 
be built anew. ‘That all the statements in his account are true and 
correct. That from information received from Mr. Octave Foy, an 
old resident, he states the house and improvements to have been 
erected thereon in 1855, or thereabouts, by one Pierre Bonnet, who 
Was in possession then, and from whom it was purehased under 
seizure by Jean Petit, and, from the latter, it came by purchase to 
Julien Dunand. That Mr. Petit now lives in France, is wealthy, 
and Mr. A. Doriocourt is his agent here. That Mr. Julien Dunand 
purchased same in 1860 or 1861, as deponent is informed. 


(Signed) FRANCOIS TOURNIER. 
6212 Plan and Statement on behalf of Defendant. Filed April 


10th, 1s7. 


St. Ann Sit. 


Gal ery. 


4S proig 
[BUe,) 


Six- Street. 


Lot- No. 2 
| and 35, 
square 20. 


Canal. 


Orleans. 
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Price of lot noneat as Eugene Dunan nawn as Francois 


is as sams: a alvansensiins A ae Gt 
Improvement cost .....-~-- situs wncon decimate a 
epee on  sciesdemereimenii sat NA ter ee! 7 00 
PIN, TE FI I disc rceeise we sinsin contin nen naan sonnei 
Clhy Gat Bt BEGe G0 Be ben wenn .cccnes einen 56 OO 
Eutate tat Tee SOGR GP BOCs oc ncnn ccnguinmitnewes | ae 
I I inci @ etn ane Gane ce S505 O00 


But for the sead price in 1877 from E. J. Parker, public adminis- 
trator. 
| (Signed) FRANCOIS TOURNTER. 


Sworn to and acknowledged before me on this 10th day of April, 
1879. 
(Signed) KE. SABOURIN, Master. 


Cireuit Court of the United States for the Fifth Cireuit and District 
of Louisiana. 


Myra Crank Gatnes vs. P. IT. Monsseauyn ef al. 
Case of Julien Dunand, one of the defendants. 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court for the fifth cireuit 
and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom wes referred for 
report the above case of Gaines vs. Dunand by an order of this 
honorable court of the 15th November, 1877, having examined the 
testimony on file, and from information obtained from the office of 
the register of conveyances for the partsh of Orleans, and from the 

testimony of witnesses cognizant of the facts connected there- 
6215 with, has the honor to report as follows : 

That under the order of court above referred to he was re- 
quired to take an account of the metes and bounds and yearly rents 
and profits accrued and accruing from the property in said order 
deseribed since the same came into the possession of the defendant, 
the property being two Jots of ground, Nos. 2 and 2, in square 
36, bounded by St. Ann, Orleans, White, and Broad streets. Lot 
No. 2 measures 30 ft. 5 inches & 7 lines front on St. Ann street, S6ft. 
9 in. & 3 lines in depth. Lot No. 29 measures 30 ft. 4 in. & 7 lines 
front on Orleans street, S6 ft. 9 in. and 5 lines in depth. 

This property was acquired by the defendant by purchase from 
Jean Petit, as per act passed before A. Dueatel, notary publie, 25 
April, 1861, registered in conveyance office, book S86, folio 191. 

In this case defendant, Julian Dunand, after diligent search, could 
not be found, and in the course of the proceedings it was found that 
he was dead. Francis Tourné, now in possession under title from 
the heirs of Julian Dunand, appearing to protect his interest as 
holding under said defendant, and filing statement of account on 
behalf of himself and vendor against the complainant, the proceed- 
ings herein being continued at the request of complainant. The 


ol da 
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evidence discloses that Julian Dunaud is in possession of two lots of 
ground above described since the yvear 1561, at which time the 
buildings now on the property had already been erected; that the 
taxes, city and State, paid on said property by the defendant and 
his successors since IS61 to 1877, both inclusively, amount to $56.00 
for the city and $42.00 for the State, no tax receipts being produced, 
but the master admitting as sufficient evidence the statement thereof 
under an act of purchase of appearer, Francois ‘Tourné, passed be- 
fore T. Buisson, notary, of date 19th January, 1878. That appearer 
has put on buildings to the amount of $25, with repairs at a date 
not mentioned, but supposed to be in August, 1878, the latter’s pur- 
chase having been 24 November, 1877. That the rental value of 

said property was and is estimated to have been for the 
6214 whole time of defendant’s possession until now six dollars 

per month. That the value of the buildings is to-day not 
over one hundred dollars. Considering the evidence aforesaid, the 
master allows in favor of complainant against defendant a rental 
value of six dollars per month from the 25d April, 1861, to the 23 
Apru, 1879, with 5 per cent. Interest upon the total revenues of each 
year until paid. 

From which allowance to complainant is to be deducted in favor 
of defendant $56.00 city taxes and $42.00 State taxes from dates of 
payments; also 5 per cent. interest on $25, repairs, from 15 August, 
IS7S, to this day. No interest is allowed defetidant on value of im- 
provements, because they were not constructed by him, in accord- 
ance with rulings of the court in previous cases of a similar nature 
submitted by the master In the course of the proceedings against 
several other defendants herein. 


Pent. 


Rent from the 25 April, 1S61, to 25 April, 1879, 18 years, 


Ee OE FOE 6s wets tiininimmnnes seielele tithe liane ~— $1,296 00 


Interest OL Rents. 


Rent. Time, | Rate. Interest. 
72 OO 17 years. DY 61 20 
72 OO 16 do. og 57 6O 
72 OO LS do. - D4 OO 
72 OO 14 do. . 5O 40 
72 00 13 do. ” 46 SO 
72 OU 12 do. * 43 20 
72 00 Hl. da. “ 89 60 
72 00 10 do. . 36 00 
7? OO 9 do. “ o2 40 
72 00 8 do. . 28, SO 
72 00 7; oo val 25 20 
72 OO 6 do. se 91 60 
72 OO yD do. - 18 00 
(2 ()) 4 do. 66 14 40) 
72 OV . S 10 SO 
72 00 2 do. a 7 20 


i: cri. Mle, tt. . 


A, — Ay 


le 
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6215 72 00 1 do. . 3 60 
72 OO 
Rent. $1,296 EGE eA sais dana 5D0 SO 
ars icoicssinl caiccsidsinends dhe Riaaiteiincethiamssiaiel snsissibtiliieiiiliaii, ape tals $1,546 SO 
State and City Tuxes and Interest. 
CR GOT ince oc de Sect idinedinent con nese $56 00 
POOR CAE, 66nin sein ccnneecenennsense cam semaeninmanonin 42 00 
SS ae plied Scledlgiiicliies aicumuiletiieies aaa a re ee Meee 44 00 
OT sat seis tall S142 00 
Repairs : 
i ii $95 00 
Interest for 8 month-, 5 per cent. ................ -.-. SO 
2) SO 
Recapitulation. 
SN ee TL ot KS a 
Less taxes and interest....---- ~~ -—_- ‘iii $142 00 
pepasre ane Miterest....... ...- .. «cence 25 80 
SE iS creneem mes sta ei 167 80 
Balance due complainant ..~-----.- - satel $1,679 00 


Master’s costs.___...__..._. $150 00 
do. ashen ne aE RAT Ste eee 30 00 + Metes and bounds. 


S180 00 
Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) Kk. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 26th April, 1879. 
Notice Attached. 
U.S. Circuit Court for the Fifth Cireuit and District of Louisiana. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. -No. 36635. 
P. H. Mownsseaux et al. 
To Julien Dunaud - 
You are hereby notified to appear before me at my office, No. 14 
Exchange Place, on the 28th dav of March, 1879, at 11 o’clock a. m 


"— 


there to protect your interest as a defendant in the above-en- 
6216 titled case, wherein testimony is to be taken in the matter of 
rents and revenues. 
Master’s office, New Orleans, 24 March, 1879. 
(Signed) Kk. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
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Endorsed: Reeeived on the 24th Mareh, ’79, and after due and 
diligent search and inquiry I have been unable to find the defend- 
ant. 

Returned March 26th, 1879. 


(Signed) T. H. HIGINBOTHAM. 


Report of Master in Chancery as to Margaret Me Laughlin. Filed April 
29, 1879. Marked X C?, offered by Complainant in No. 8825. 


To the honorable the judges of the cireuit court, fifth circuit and 
district of Louisiana : 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. McLaughlin, by an order of this honorable 
court of the 13th November, 1877 i, having examined the testimony 
on file , and from information obtained from the offices of the regis- 
ter of conveyances and the administrator of assessments of the City 
of New Orleans, and from the testimony of witnesses cognizant of 
the facts connected therewith, has the honor to report as follows: 

Thrat under the order of court above referred to he was required 
to take an account of the yearly rents and profits acerued and accru- 
ing from the property in said order described, since the same came 
into the possession of the defendant, the property being, one lot of 
ground lesign: ated by the No. 34,1n Squi are 20,on a plan of A. D’Tieme- 
court, 22 Febru: ary, IS48. Said lot measures 31 ft. 3 in. & 5 lines 
front on St. Ann street, 162 ft. 10 inches 5 lines in depth on the line 
dividing it from lots 26, 27, & 33, and 162 ft. 11 inches and 3 lines 
in depth on the line dividing it from lot No. 55. Said property was 
acquired by the defehdant by act of donation passed before A. Drey- 
fus, notary public, 14 November, 1864, and registered in convey- 

ance office, b’k SS. fo. 303. 
6217 In this case defendant could not be found, though diligent 
search and inquiry was made by the master, and testimony 
was taken ex parte at the request of the request of the complainant in 
the matter of rents and revenues. 

Defendant is In possession of the aforesaid lot of ground since the 
l4 November, 1864, and the improvements thereon consist of two 
one-story frame houses. 

The evidence shows that the rental value of the property is $8 per 
month; that the improvements in buil lings may have cost origi- 
nally $500, and are now worth $300, the average of which being 
$400, interest In favor of defendant will be allowed on said last- 
mentioned sum. There is no evidence of payment of taxes, and 
none are allowed. Considering the facts above stated complainant 
is allowed against defendant for said property a rental value of $8 
per month from the 14th November, 1864, until this day, with five 
per cent. interest on the total amount of rent of each year, and de- 
fendant is credited in deduction of said rents and revenues with 
5 per cent. interest on the sum of $400 from said 14 November, 
1864, until the present time. 
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iM nl. 

Rent from the 14 November, 1864, to the 14 April, 1879, 

14 years and 5 mos., (@ $96.00 per year... --------~ $1,554 00 
Interest on Rents. 

Rent. Time. ‘ Rate. Interest. 

15 OO) I4 years. a4 67 20 

4; OO 13 do. “ 62 40 

VE OO 12 do.“ oe 57 60 

"5 OO :- oo “ 3? SO 

05 OO 10 do . Is OO 

1) OO «do “ i YO 

"4; OO S do. . « 3S 40 

OV OO — o 39 6) 

0 OO 6 do. o 2S St) 

1) OO > do a OL OO 

1") OO 4 do. " 1o YO 

1) OO 3 do. " 14 40 

OPIS 1) OO > «ao. ” 60 

"1, OO . a - 4 SO 

40 O°” 

Rent. $1,384 00 Interest ..... a ys 5OA OO 
Misi shins cicicdeith ciciiinntiitien tprtsininienen cnctsetsnensdiiaes iiimemideien cass a 


Tite rest Oil [improve ments, 


The value of improvements being $400, interest is allowed 
on the same for 14 years |, @ 5% ....-.--...-.... 9288 30 


i capitulation. 


Rent and interest...--~--- en ee snscvaniiceiyicteiiiiaaal illegal .- $1,888 00 
Less interest on improvements ~.....--.----- paeneaioas 288 30 
Balance due complainant...................... $1,599 70 
Master’s costs—metes and bounds-- $30 
Do. Oi. Te iiteied nen 150 
i S1S0 00 
Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) Kk. SABOURIN, 
New Orleans, 26th Avril, 1879. Master in Chancery. 


In this case complainant elects to take the improvements at their 
value—say, $400—which amount, deducted from $1,599.70, will leave 
a balance due complainant of $1,199.70. 

Respectfully submitted. 

(Signed) I. SABOURIN, 

New Orleans, 26th April, 187). Master in Chancery. 
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Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master in chancery, under order 
from the honorable circuit court of the United States for the fifth 
circuit and district of Louisiana, dated the 15th of November, 1877, 
in the suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux et al., No. 
3663, as regards Margaret McLaughlin, one of the defendants, and 
claiming ownership of lot 34, sqr. 20. 


6219 - 21 Apri, 1879. 
This case is fixed for hearing on the 25th inst., at 10 a. m. 


25 Aprin, 1879. 

This case was continued until the 26th inst., at 10 a.m. 

The property claimed by the defendant was donated-to her 
through marriage contract, as per act passed before A. Dreyfus, no- 
tary public, on the 14 November, 1564, by Patrick Gallagher, and 
the name of the defendant is Mrs. Margaret Gallagher. After due 
and diligent search, and she not being found, notice was left on the 
property in the hands of Mrs. Frank Cole. 

10 A. M., 26 Apri, 1879. 

This case, fixed for this day, was called. Present: W. Reed Mills, 
solicitor for complainant. The defendant failing to appear, this tes- 
timony is taken ex parte, at the request of solicitor for complainant. 
Property purchased 14 Nov., 1864. 


J. W. Davis, sworn for complainant; I have examined the prop- 
erty described—lot 54, square 20. It is improved; the improve- 
ments consist of two one-story frame houses, containing about three 
rooms each. | estimate an average rental value of this property at 
$8.00 per month from the date of their construction. I estimate the 
value of the land and buildings at $500. Land, $200; buildings, 
S300, | 

The improvements appear to have been built 15 or 20 years ago, 
and [ would estimate at a cost of $500.00, 

[ do not know whether any taxes have been paid, nor whether the 
improvements were placed there by the defendant. 


(Signed) J. WM. DAVIS. 


i. A. Destonpr, sworn on behalf of complainant: I have heard 
the testimony of Mr. Davis read, and fully corroborate the same. 
(Signed) Ii. A. DESLONDE. 


Report of Master in Chancery as to Barthelemy Morére. Filed April 
20th, IST. Marked XN CU, offered by Complainant in No. 8825. 


To the honorable the judges of the cireuit court, fifth circuit and 
district of Louisiana: 


6220 The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred 

the above case of Gaines vs. Morére by an order of this hon- 
orable court of the 15th November, 1877, having examined the tes- 
timony on file, and from information obtained from the offices of the 
register of conveyances and the administrator of assessments of the 
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City of New Orleans, and from the testimony of witnesses cognizant 
of the facts connected therewsth, has the honor to report as follows: 

That under the order of court above referred to he was required 
to take an account of the yearly rents and profits or value for use 
accrued and accruing from the property in said order deseribed 
sinze the same came into the possession of the defendant, the prop- 
erty being— 

Ist. Three lots of ground in the square bounded by Ursuline, 
Bellechaise, Sixth, Broad, and St. Phillip streets, known as square 
No. 6, said lots being numbered 20, 21, and 22, and measure as fol- 
lows, in American measure: Lot 20 measures 51’ 7” front on St. 
Phillip St. by 100’ deep, between parallel lines. Lots 21 and 22 
measure each 31’ 7” front on St. Phillip St. by 100’, between parallel 
lines. These lots were acquired by defendant from B. de Santos, as 
per act before A. Dueatel, notary public, on the 24th June, 1547. 
Registered in book 42, folio 69S. 

2d. Two lots of ground in the square bounded by Dorgenois, 
Broad, Dumaine, and St. Ann streets, and known as No. 20, said lots 
being designated by the numbers 20 and 21, and measure each 51’ 
3” 6” front on Dumaine street by 100’ deep, between parallel lines. 

This property was acquired by defendant from Jean Moutanie, as 
per act before L. T. Caire, notary public, on 4th June, 1849. Reg- 
istered book 47, folio 615. ) 

3d.’ Two lots of ground in square No. 20, bounded by Dorgenois, 
Broad, Dumaine, and St. Ann streets, said lots being designated by 
the Nos. 22 and 23, and measure each 51’ 3” 6’” front on Dumaine 
street by 100’ deep, between parallel lines, lot No. 23 forming the 

corner of Dumaine and Dorgenois streets. 
22] This property was acquired by the defendant from Mrs. 
Marie Therese Barabino, wife of Louis Chauchou, as per act 
before Jean Agaise, notary public, 16th Mareh, 1860. Registered 
book S2, folio 10. 

The defendant in this case could not be found, though searched 
for diligently, and a notice mailed to his address—Carrollton, La— 
where, by information received, he was expected to be found, 
brought no response, and, therefore, at the request of complainant, 
testimony on her behalf was received ex parte by the master. 

The evidence shows that the improvements on square No. 6, 
bounded by Broad, St. Phillip, White, Bellechasse, and Ursuline 
streets, are worth 8600.00, and that the average rental value of the 
property since their erection is $18.00 per month. The evidence 
also establishes that the improvements on the four lots in square No. 
20, bounded by St. Ann, Dumaine, Broad, and Dorgenois streets, are 
worth $750.00, and that the average rental value of said property 
since the construction of the improvements Is $15.00 per month. 

There is no evidence to show that the improvements were made 
by the defendant, but for the purposes of this report on rent and 
revenue the master will assume they were put on the property by 
the defendant, and give him the benefit of interest thereon in de- 
duction of rents and revenues. 
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The evidence also establishes that said improvements are from 
15 to 20 years old, and the master, in default of more precise infor- 
mation, will assume that they were erected on the Ist of July, 1860. 

Defendant being in possession of the three lots in square No. 6 
since the 24 June, 1847, and the improvements thereon being as- 
sumed to have been built on Ist July, eee hp annpaPeaseper ce tage 
of 5 per cent. net per annum on 70 per cent. of the prices of sale 
public auction by the City of New Orleans in 1837, peoploastiahed 
which is on file herein, will be allowed complainant against defend- 
ant, as on vacant and improved property, from 24 June, 1547, to the 

Ist July, 1860; and defendant being in possession of two lots 
6222 of the four lots in square No. 20 from the 4 June, 1849, and 

the improvements thereon being assumed as erected on the 
Ist July, 1860, 5 per cent. net on 70 per cent. of the aforesaid prices 
of sale of 1837 is allowed complainant against defendant on said two 
Jots as vacant and unimproved property from the 4 June, 1849, to 
the Ist of July, 1860. 

Complainant is therefore allowed against defendant for the prop- 
erty firstly deseribed in square No. 6 ‘$18.00 per month rental value 
from the Ist of July, 1860, to the present day, and 5 per cent. net on 
70 per cent. of the city auction sales of 1837 from 24 June, 1847, to 
Ist July, 1860, with 5 per cent. interest on the total of each year’s 
rent until paid, said amount to be credited (in favor of defendant) 
with 5 per cent. interest on 8600, value of improvements, from 
the Ist day of July, 1860, until this day. And complainant is 
further allowed against defendant for rental or value for use of said 
property secondly deseribed as four lots in square No. 20 in’ the 
following manner, to wit: 

On two of said lots purchased on 4 June, 1849, 5 per cent. net on 
70 per cent. of said city auction sale of 1837 from the 24 June, 1849,. 
to Ist July, 1860, and on the whole four of said lots $15.00— per 
month, from the Ist day of July, 1860, until this day, with 5 per 
cent. interest on the total of each year’s rent until paid, said allow- 
ance to be credited in favor of of defendant, with 5 per cent. interest 
on $750.00, value of the improvements, from the Ist of July, 1860, 
until this day. 

No payment of taxes on any of this property having been shown 
no allowance for same has been made by the master. 


? 


Rent. 


Rent of property in square No. 20 at $15.00 per month, 
from Ist July, 1860, to Ist May, 1879, 18 years 10 
months... __. ai Sone pei cen Me ‘anae $5,000 00 


Interest on Rent. 


Rent. Time. Rate. - Interest. 
$150 00 IS years, 5% 135 00 
ISO) OO ya“ do. 153 OO 
1SO 00 16 do. do. 144 00 


223 ISO OO LS do. do. 155 OO 
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L512 00 


180 00 14 do. do. 153 00 
180 00 13. do. do. 144 00 
ISO OO = ed do. 135 OO 
180 OO ik do. do. 126 00 
180 00 10 do. do. 117 00 
ISO 00 «lo. clo. S1 00 
1SO 00 S do. do. 72 OO 
1S OO ee do. 633 OO 
ISO 00 i do, do. ot OO 
-1SO OO 5 do. do. 45 OO 
ISO OO ; =- do. of OO 
180 00 3 do. do. 27 OO 
ISO. OO 2 do. do. IS OO 
ISO OO a lo. 1 (0) 
LSO O00 
Rent—. $3,890 OO Eee a ee ‘ 
Be cise cceasininsisinsdaiblianitliess ou: ecxmaieiaiibaieaaemiae a uae 


Rent or Value for Use. 


Lots 20, 21, and 22, in square No. 6, sold in 1857 for $52 
OE itech axictdcailieins Merah dae esemitiesia ila Udamtiiaibil 


70% of which would be the value of the property in 1S-47- 


Rent at the rate of 5% on value would be $35.12 per 
year, and for 15 vears —_~-. au went: teiniien Aalltiedhatiianss 


Interest on Pents. 


tent. Time. Rate. — Interest. 

oo 12 o2 years. / SS 1 

ro 12 ol do. do. SS 43 

od 12 oO do. do. S? GS 

5D 12 20 do. do. a oe 

ao 12 28 do. do. Zi 16 

5d 12 27~—S sod. do. 744i 

55 12 26, do. do. 71 «(65 

oo 12 25 do. clo. 6S 90 

55 12 24 dv. do. 66 14 

6224 55 12 3 da. do. 63 39 
oo 12 22. do. do. 60 63 

55 12 2: &e do. ot 3S 

5d 12 20s do. do. DD O2 

Rent —~..$716 56 EST aE a 


$4,902 00 


Slowe (iM) 
$1,102 50 


S716 56 


i 
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Rent or Value for Use. 


Lots 20 and 21, in square No. 20, sold in 1837 for $600.00 
GRO odin cmocmmen «unm dine iinieedeeee ce ee ee 
70 per cent. of which would be the value of the property . 
OE i OR Serie ea paireies ar S40 O00 


Rent at the rate of 5 per cent. on value would be $42.00 


per Four, ONG FOC Ae PE idemicionncann unin webenin 462 00 
Interest on Rents. 
Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
42 00 OU years. 2% G3 OO 
42 OO 29 «lo. do. 60 90 
4? OO 28 do. do. 5S SO 
1? OO 8 do. nb TO 
4? OO 2, clo. do. D4 6O 
12? OO 25 «dO. clo. p2 50 
I? OO i do. do. SO 40 
4? OO 25 «do. do. 4S 30 
4? OO > ao. do. 46 PO 
1? OO 21 do. do 44 10 
4? OO HY) clo. doa. 4? OO 
Rent _-__8462 00 [SEARS aera D777 oO” 
{| | a ner meMmE Er ee 
Rent. 


Reni of property in square No, 6, at $18.00) per month, 
from July Ist, 1860, to Ist May, 1879, 18 years 10 


i ie tisk i cee ce agi nel pects tiiendienksglinanniiieds 4,068 00 
Interest on Rent. 
tent. Time. Rate. interest. 
6225 $180 00 1S years. 5% 162 00 
216 O00 17 do. do. IS3 60 
216 00 16 do. do. 172 SO 
216 OO 15. do. do. 162 00 
216 OO 14 do. do. Lol 20 
216 OO 13 do. do. 140 40 
216 00 12 do. do. 129 60 
216 00 1 en do. 118 SO 
216 OO 10 do. do. 108 00 
216 OO «lo. do. 7 PO 
216 OO S clo. do. ° S6 40 
216 O00 i: @0. do. To 60 
216 OO 6 do. do. 64 SO 
216 00 5 do. do. 54 00 
216 O00 4. do. do. 43 20 
216 00 > do. do, 32 40 
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”216 OO S @e do. ?1 60 
216 OO 1 do. do. 10 SO 
216 OO 
Rent ~~ $4,068 60 i S1.S814 40 
, ee ES ee pn er pe Re $5,882 40 


Interest on Improvements. 

The value of the improvements in square No. 6 being 
$600.00 and in square No, 20 $750.00, making a total 
of $1,350.00. Interest on same is allowed from Ist 
July, 1860, to Ist May, 1879, being 18 years 10 months, 
© O BOP GUE. 6 ened cine 100. coccinea eee 


~ 


Re capitulation. 


Rents and interest square No. 6 from 1847 
Gh, Fh ccitiiiwtinn es enae asides eainbicaiaals $1,647 96 
POOE Be 00 eG deen dues nccustemnsee «=e ee 


7,000 36 
Rents and interest square 20 from 1849 to 

ET tid incr edice a shied: inietdn eign: grinned 1,059 50 
... |.  . & mn Se 


6226 Less interest on Improvements ...--.-----.---. 1,271 25 
Balance due complainant._-- ~..-- SETS EO __. $12,200 61 
I ON BE GE DOR ce tict cnet eed $30 
” ” Fe fire ene nneenenusbecbaneiine wenn. ee 
PE eiiaiaieaihrriebieitetetnernn wisi a icisiiaubtiitidaliepiaiesiiiatiai $3350 


Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) KE. SABOURIN 
Master in. Chancery. 
New Orleans, 26 April, 187%. 


In this case complainant elects to.take the improvements at their 
value, $1,550.00, which amount, deducted from $12,200.61, will leave 
a balance due complainant of $10,850.61. 

Respectfully submitted. ° 

(Signed) . KE. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
' New Orleans, 26 April, 1879. 


Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master in chancery, under order 
from the hon. circuit court, district of Louisiana, dated the 
15th November, 1877, in suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. Hf. Mons- 
seaux ef a/.,in the case of Bartholemew Marero, one of the de- 
fendants. 
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; Maren 24rn, 187%. 

This case is fixed for hearing Friday, 28th inst., at 11 a. m. 

: Arrit ori, 1879. 

The defendant could not be found in the city, and from informa- 
tion it was learned that he resided in Carrollton. The master ad- 
dressed a notice by mail, dated 29th April, to him at that place, for 
him to put in appearance to-day at 10 a. m., at the master’s office. 
This he having failed to do, this testimony is taken ex parte at the 
request of the solicitor of the complainant. 


J. W. Davis, sworn on behalf of complainant : 


[ know the property of the defendant in square No. 6, bounded 
by Broad, St. Phillip, White, Bellechase, and Ursuline streets. The 
property is improved by a stable and a one-story frame build- 
6227 ing. I would value the whole property at $1,200; that is 
S600 for the land and $600 for improvements. I estimate 

the rental value of this property at $18.00. per month. 

As to the 4 lots of ground in square 20, bounded by St. Ann, 
Dumaine, Broad, and Dorgenois, the improvements consist of an old 
frame building, used as a bakery, and a house with two rooms and 
two cabinets. 

I would value the whole property at $1,500,005 say, land $750 and 
improvements $700.00, [estimate the rental value at $15.00) per 
month. 

My estimates of the improvements are made as they there stand 
now. I think that they would have been worth more when they 
were new. The buildings have the appearance of being from 15 to 
20 years old. 

I consider my estimate of rent as an average since the properties 
were built. I do not know whether the taxes are paid or not. The 
properties are now occupied, 


(Signed) J. WM. DAVIS. 


Report of Master in Chancery as to F. Foy. Filed April 29th, 1879. 
Marked X C?. offered by Complainant in No. 8825. 


To the honorable the judges of the cireuit court of the United States 
for the fifth circuit and district of Louisiana : 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
ubove case by an order of this honorable court of the — day of 
, 18S7_, having examined the testimony on file-and from infor- 
mation obtained from the office of register of the conveyances of the 
parish of Orleans, and from witnesses cognizant of the facts con- 
nected therewith, has the honor to report as follows : 

That under the orders of this honorable court of the 7th and 12th 
of May, IS77, he was required to take an account of the yearly 
rents and profits, or value for use, accrued and accruing from the 

property described since the same came into the possession of 
6228 the defendants. Said property consists of twenty-nine lots of 
ground, situated in the secend district of the City of New Or- 
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leans, in the square bounded by Broad, White, St. Phillip, and Du- 
maine streets, and designated by the numbers 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 
10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 
and 41, on a plan made by L. H. Pelie, architect and surveyor, dated 
I7th January, 1859, and deposited in the office of E. Bouny, notary 
public, and according to which plan said lots measure in American 
measureas follows: Lot No. 1,thirty-one—ten inches seven lines front 
on White street; thirty-one feet eight inches three lines in the rear; 
one hundred and seventy-five feet six inches and four lines on the 
nearest to Dumaine street; one hundred and seventy-five feet four 
inches and two lines on the line of lot No. 2. Lot No. 2, thirty-one 
feet ten inches and seven lines front on White street; one hundred 
and seventy-five feet four inches and two lines on the line of lot No. 
1; one hundred and seventy-five feet two inches on the line of lot 
No. 5. Lot No. 3, thirty-one feet eight inches and three lines front 
on White street; thirty-one feet eight inches and three lines in the 
rear; one hundred and seventy-five feet two inches on the line of 
lot No. 2; one hundred and seventy-four feet eleven inches and six 
lines on the other side. Lot No. 4. thirty feet ten inches and six 
lines front on White street; thirty-one feet eight inches and two 
lines in the rear; one hundred and seventy-four feet eleven inches 
and six lines on the line of lot No. 5; one hundred and seventy-four 
feet nine inches and four lines on the other side. Lot No. 5, thirty- 
one feet ten inches and six lines front on White street; thirty-one 
feet eight inches and three lines in the rear; one hundred and sev- 
enty-four feet nine inches and four lines on the line of lot No. 4; 
one hundred and seventy-four feet seven inches and three lines on 
the other side. Lot No. 6, twenty-nine feet front on St. Phillip 
street ; one hundred feet front and deep on White street ; twenty- 
nine feet one inch and one line in the rear, and forms the corner of 
St. Phillip and White streets. Lots 7, 8, 9, 10, and 11, each twenty- 

nine feet and one line front on St. Phillip street; twenty-nine 
6229 feet one inch and two lines in the rear by one hundred feet deep, 

between parallel lines. Lots Nos. 12 to 16, inclusive, each 
twenty-nine feet on St. Phillip street by an irregular depth of one 
hundred and seventy-two feet two inches and seven lines on the line 
dividing lot No. 12 from lots Nos. 5, 4, 5, and 11, and of one hun- 
dred and seventy-eight feet nine inches and six lines on the line di- 
viding lot 16 from lot No. 17, and each a width in the rear of twenty- 
nine feet two inches and one line. Lot No. 17, twenty-nine feet fronton 
St. Phillip street; twenty-nine feet two inches and two lines in the 
rear; one hundred and seventy-cight feet nine inches and six lines 
on the line of lot No. 16; one hundred and seventy-cight feet eight 
inches and six lines on the other side. Lots Nos. 30° to 35, inelu- 
sive, each twenty-nine feet four inches and two lines front on Du- 
maine street; twenty-nine fect two inches and one line in the rear 
(except lot No. 30, which is 20 feet 2 inches and 2 lines) by an irreg- 
ular depth of one hundred and seventy-nine feet two inches and 
seven lines on the line dividing lot No. 35 from lots Nos. 3, 2, 1, and 
36, and of one hundred and seventy-cight feet eight inches and six 
lines on the dividing line of lot No. 50 from lots Nos. 24, 25, 26, 27 | 
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28, and 29. Lot No. 36, twenty-nine feet two inches and two lines 
front on Dumaine street; twenty-nine feet three inches and one line 
in the rear by one hundred feet deep. Lots 57 to 40, inclusive, 
twenty-nine feet four inches and three lines each front on Dumaine 
street ; twenty-nine feet three inches and one line inthe rear by one 
hundred feet deep. Lot No. 41, corner of Dumaine and White 
streets, twenty-nine feet four inches and three lines front on Du- 
maine street; twenty-nine feet three inches in the rear by one hun- 
dred feet front and deep on White street. | 
This property was acquired by the defendant by purchase from 
the City of New Orleans, as per act before E. Bouny, notary public, 
on the 5d of March, 1859. Registered in book No. 76, folio 567. 
As to Improved Property. 
Of this property lots 30 to 34, both inclusive, are improved. 
6250 The improvements consist of four small houses, &e. 


One of the houses was built in 1867, another in 1872, a 


third in 1874, and the fourth one in 1876, at a total 


I ecliptic ell etrind en dail ene s $1,225 00 

The proportion of $650 (for fencing of all the property) 
for these fiva lots would BO, GRY onc enn cnwnnen enenn 108 30 
The proportion for filling of $500.00 would B0.. Cans penn $3. 30 
Total improvements on the 5 lots.---.---.------ $1,416 60 


The defendant states that the value of the rental of this portion 
of the property would be $10.00 per month. This seems to the 
master to be a very low price for the property, the improvements of 
which cost over $1,400. 

Messrs. Davis and Deslonde, witnesses on behalf of the complain- 
ant, estimate the value of rent at $18.00 per month. The master 
has taken as his basis the average of the two—say $14.00 per month— 
which he allows in favor of complain: unt, who is allowed interest on 
said yearly rents in accordance with the supplemental judgment of 
this honorable court of 12th of May, 1877, which reads: 

“Let interest be added on the improv ements and on the annual 
rent or value for use.” 

Interest is allowed defendant on the cost of improvements from 
their various dates of construction. 

The proportion of taxes paid on these five lots are allowed, with 
interest thereon since the improvements were placed thereon in 
1867 

As to the unimproved lots, they are numbered 1 to 17 nae 30 to 
41, all numbers inclusive, being 24 lots, all of which are vaeant. 

For the reasons set forth in the reports in the cases of H. Larquie 
and others in the suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux ef 
al., No. 3663 of the docket of this court, and adopted as the judg- 
ment of this honorable court in its decrees of the 6th and 7th days 
of January, 1879, five per cent. on 70 per cent. of the prices obtained 
by the City of New Orleans at the public sale of said property made 
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in March, 1837, procés-verbal of which is in evidence herein, is al- 
lowed in favor of complainant as a yearly rent or value for use, net, 
that is to say, clear from all taxes and charges whatsvever, 
6231 with five per cent. interest per annum thereon, said allowance 
to commence from the date of the purchase by the defendant 
and to continue until the property is delivered to the complainant, 
the computation being here made until the 5d of March, 1879. 

No taxes paid are to be allowed defendant in accordance with the 
opinion of the master granting five per cent. net on the value of the 
property, estimated, as aforesaid, as the annual rent or value for use. 

This report is made in accordance with the judgments of this court 
of the 6th and 7th days of January, 1879, as rendered on the reports 
in the cases of H. Larquie and others, defendants in the suit of Myra 
Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux ef als., of the docket of this hon- 
orable court. 


Rent of the Improved Property. 


Rent from the 5d March, 1867, to the 5d Mareh, 1879, 
ce, FORE, 06 Geer Oe FON. on cnccmannnn se tadaws tens $2,016 00 


Interest on Rents. 


Rents. Time. Rate. Interest. 

168 00 11 years. D4 92 40 

168 00 10 do. “ S4 00 

168 00 9 lo. . 75 6O 

168 00 S do. " 67 20 

16S OO 7. do. " DS SO 

168 00 6 do. “ 5O 40 

168 OO 5 do. ° 42 00 

168 OO 4 do. ¥ 33 60 

168 0O Ss @O ” 2h PO 

168 OO 7... 2 ' 16 SO 

168 OO 1 do. . S 40 

168 OO 
Rent — $2,016 00 RNS oc cask echicn Od FO 
TE ius did ws ernie teen $2. 569 40 
State and City Taxes and Interest. 

State. City. Total, Time. Rate. Interest. 
1867 27 30 70 50 97 SO ll yrs. 5Y 3 79 
6232 6S SS 70 S1 00 169 70 10do “* S4 85 
G9 845 00 128 25 13 2 oda * 77 85 
g Seer nT er S7 O00 10S 00 195 OO os * 78 00 
"Tanta: ae 148 50 21% OO (io -* 5 95 
gy, SREP 129 OO 162 00 291 OO Gda “ S7 30 
eg; ee SS 45 85 OO jo 43 oe. * 43 36 
g , SARC 29 OO 50 00 79 OO ‘c, * 15 SO 
gf RRR ne 29° OO 30 OU 59 OO 3da “ S S85 
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Drainage— . 
Pt cintirem b 344 60 S4460 2do “ d+ 46 
State ...... $652 45 
BN cedure bi iwaie $1,207 85 
EE noe ncinnmncnnends See oe 
I ton dineasiplsibsupcibins eich il aoe a A ee haces 
Cer I ENTREE «. .... « sinsnircensgaul ancient was: SAE ae 
I srs scien: sin sn: i nants ids tcc. allan tag taealae 081° 21 
NE: tlicatassnss sng ini eae ._-- $2,441 51 
Proportion for the 5 lots improved...-.-. ..---...----- $420 94 
Interest on Improvements. 
Proportion of fencing on the lots 30, 31, 32, 33, 54, and 35, 
be GOGT.SO; CCE COE BF FON i cceeres meine cinch mninini $65 00 
House built in 1867, at a cost of $500; interest, 12 years. 300 00 
House built in 1872, at a cost of $300; interest, 7 years---. 105 OO 
House built in 1874, at a cost of $200; interest, 5 vears-_-. 50 00 
House built in 1876, at a cost of $225; interest, 5 years... 33 75 
Proportion for filling the lots, $85.50; interest, 12 years... 49 95 
FEIIE: cisitiicctcnicesinbincniineniantiniamiinisindisipaiig Oma. aim Gee rm 
Unimproved Property. Rent or Value for Use. 
6235 The 24 lots, No-.1 to 17 and 34 to 41, sold in 1837 
fe i ee 
70 per cent of which would be the value of the property 
a bi sini wktniten vo anceesibblaihalenienaen ges iis cai hides ase $9,660 00 
At the rate of five per cent. on value would be $483.00 
per year, and for twenty years. ...........-.. ..... $9,660 00 


Interest on Rents. 


Rent. Time. tate,  Tnterest. 
483 OO 19 years. a> 45S S85 
ASS O00 18 do. " 4354 70 
483 OO | 2 ” 410 55 
483 OO 1G do. . * 386 40 
483 00 15 do. " BO2 25 
483 OV 14 do. “ dos 10 
483 00 3 do. as 313 95 
483 00 12 do. 4 2989 SO 
483 00 11 do. Mi 965 OS 
483 OO 10 do. ~ 911 HO 
ASS OO 9 do. - Zii 3o 
483 OO S do. ” 193 20 
483 OO 7. «do. Hs 169 O5 


483 00 6 do. . 7 144 90 


oe 


— = 
eae 
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483 00 5 db. - 120 75 
483 OO ; ao ” 5 OO 
483 00 3 do. ¥ 72 45 
483 00 > &. - 48 30 
483 00 | @e ” 24 15 
483 00 
Rents_~ $9,660 00 | OOO iisidiiieisilicirtniniccrace $4,588 50 
Ee petininittiss soceenicene: 2 «dein omeoereieeereaa ae 
Rent or Value for Use of the Five Lots While Vacant. 
5 lots, Nos. 30 to 34, in square 18, sold in 1837 for...... $2,875 00 
70% of which would be the value of the property in 1859, 
CO iniicein with tientita nin 6 tie’ a mien eisai gill inal $2,012 50 
6254 Rent at the rate of five per cent. on value would 
be $100.62 per year, and for 8 years....---.-- SO4 98 
Interest on Pents. 
tent. Time. tate, Interest. 
100 62 1) years. 5% 95 57 
100 62 IS do. : WO 4 
100 62 17 do. . S85 51 
100 62 16 do. ¥ SOU 48 
100 62 15 do. ” do 45 
100 62 14 do. ” 70 42 
100 63 13 clo. . 65 39 
100 65 12 do. - 60 36 
Rent... $804 9s ne 625 72 
i hsiccicntisneniitilieninicntinmuncnncanaiiiiaa iii asta atid $1,428 70 
The account will stand thus: 
Improved Property. 
Rent, as per statement _.--.-..--- acs cn a we cones natin eencnndtianbion 2,016 00 
Interest, as per statement -.-- ~~ ---- = anenitiepsinitiabahapcall 553 40 
Raicittenid citer siininso aenereiinneieieibiaieal $2,569 40 
Less— 
Proportion of taxes and interest, as per state- 
I sis cacti iinsiinicriecteiealiltne iia trae et ate ectteaillea aeinil 420 4 
Interest on improvements ~-.--.......---- G03 70 
i  eepencinaiiniaglies aan i 1,024 64 
SE SRA AAA TOE ALTE I REN $1,544 


315G 
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Vacant Property. 


Value for use of 24 lots, as per statement. ——~ $14,245 50 
Value for use of 5 lots while vacant-.-----. 1,428 70 
15.677 20 
TOGA GUC COMPIBINAN 2.0.6.0... 05 cee ncninnnnnne GeEge OW} 


Master’s costs, 8250. 
Respectfully submitted. : 
(Signed) J. WARD GURLEY, Jr, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 29th April, 1S79 
6255 Testinoony Anneved to foregoing Report. 


NEW ORLEANS, 28 February, 


Before J. Ward Gurley, Jr., master in chancery. In the matter of 


Mr. I. Foy, one of the defendants. 


Present: W. Reed Mills, on behalf of complainant; I.E. Upton, 


Esq,, on behalf of defendant; Mr. Alfred Grima, also the complain-: 


ant, Mrs. M. C. Gaines, and the defendant, I°. Foy, Esq. 

Mr. Upton objects. 

The master rules that Mr. Fahey having been summoned to pro- 
duce the act, counsel for defendant is entitled to an attachment for 
said witness, and shall have it, Mr. Upton asking for it: but, in the 
meanwhile complainant may proceed with her testimony, subject 
to such objections as Mr. Upton may hereafter make when he ob- 
tains Mr. Fahey and the act. 


J. W. Davis, sworn on behalf of complainant: 


Q). Have you examined the property claimed by Mrs. Gaines and 
recovered from Mr. Foy by judgment ? 

A. Lhave. I examined the improvements thereon. 

(). When did you last examine that property ? 

A. Within a week. 

(). What is your estimate of the value of this property, including 
improvements ” 

Mr. Upton, on behalf of defendant, objects to this question in re- 
gard to the value of the eg ments on the property of the de- 
fendant, Foy,or any further testimony of a’similar character, on 
the ground and for the reason that ng complainant, Mrs. Gainos, 
has compromised with defendant, Foy, by authentic act, passed be- 
fore Jas. Fahey, notary public, on the — day of February, 1879, a 
duly certified copy of which act of compromise has been filed here In, 
and that the said defendant, Foy, is without further interest herein ; 
that the said complainant is without right to proceed further herein. 

Complainant, through her solicitor, withdraws his witness for the 
present, on account of the above objection. ‘This case was then con- 
tinued until Saturday, the Ist March, at 4 p.m, 


A lll. — —q- EE eee ee 
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6256 The master notifies Mr. Foy, who is present in person, and 
Mr. Grima, also present, who made the motion as his counsel 
to file the alleged act of compromise; also Mr. Upton, who was be- 
fore counsel of record for defendant, that unless the act, or a certi- 
fied copy thereof, is produced before him to-morrow at the further 
examination of this cause, he will proceed to conduct the same as if 
there were no such act until further ordered by the court. 
The master by this ruling does not attempt to determine who Mr. 
Foy’s counsel is. He considers that the court must determine that 
question. 


(Signed) J. WARD GURLEY, Jr., Master. 


New Or veEANs, 1 Mareh, 1879. 

Before J. Ward Gurley, Jr., master in chaneery. {fn the matter of 
I’. Foy, one of the defendants, continued until to-day, the case was 
‘alled. 

Present: W. Reed Mills, solicitor on behalf of complainant; HI. 
KE. Upton, Esq., on behalf of defendants. Also present J. W. Davis, 
Kk. A. Deslonde, Mrs. M. C. Gaines, the defendant; I. Foy,J. Vienne, 
Jas. Fahey, and Alf. Grima. 

Mr. H. E. Upton, solicitor on behalf of defendant, submits the 
original act of compromise between Mrs. M. C. Gaines, complainant, 
and I. Foy, defendant, herein passed before Jas. Fahey, notary pub- 
lic, on 17 February, 1879, and requests the master to examine said 
compromise, and to rule upon the objection made to any further en- 
deavor being introduced or given in this cause in reference to the 
value of the improvements on the property of defendant Foy, and 
also offers in evidence a duly certified copy of said act of compro- 
mise—said document m: arked X. 


Mr. Mills objects to the act offered in evidence, as in no manner 
conveying the rights of the complainant for fruits and revenues as 
based on any judgment rendered between the parties ; that the pro- 
ceedings now before the master under the judgment of 50 April, 

1877, shows that no judgment had at the time of the passing 
6257 of the act been rendered; also, the act is imperfect as 
regards the rights of Mrs. Gaines for fruits and revenues, 
and of no other valid binding effect between the narties; and solie- 
itor of complainant further requests the master to submit to the 


judge the questions raised by the respective objections of the solicit- 


ors of the complainant and defendant in this regard for his ruling. 


By the Master: And the master does respectfully certify to the 
court for its action the foregoing questions raised by solicitors as set 
forth in the foregoing minutes of proceedings had before Jim this 
Ist day of March and 28th February, 1879; and the further ex- 
amination in this-cause is adjourned until the decision of the court 
thereon. 


Attest : (Signed) J. WARD GURLEY, Jn., Master. 
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UnIrep STATES OF AMERICA, , 
Stale of Louisiana, (uty of New Orleans: 
Be it known that on this seventeenth day of February, inthe vear 
of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy-nine, and the 


one hundred and third of the Independence of the United States of 


America, before me, James Fahey, a notary public in and for the 
City of New Orleans and the parish of Orleans, State of Louisiana 
aforesaid, duly commissioned and qualified, and in presence of the 
witnesses hereinafter named and undersigned, personally came and 
appeared Mistress Myra Clark Gaines, 2 citizen of the State of New 
York, now momentarily in this city, party hereto of the first part, 
and Mr. Floryille Foy, a resident of the City of New Orleans, party 
hereto of the second part— 

Who declared that whereas the party of the first part has ob- 
tained final judgments against the party of the second part, ren- 
dered by the circuit court of the United States for fifth cireuit and 

district of Louisiana, and signed on the thirtieth day of April, 
6258 1877, andalso— ina certain suit entitled Myra Clark Gaines 


vs. P. Il. Monsseaux and a/s.. numbered 3663 of the docket of 


suid court; the judgment of the thirtieth of April, 1877, decreeing 
the said Myra Clark Gaines, party hereto of the first part, to be the 
true and lawful owner of the certain real property hereimafter de- 
scribed and heretofore claimed by the said party of the seeond part ; 
and the judgment of the ——, deereeing tothe said party of the 
first part, for fruits, revenues, and yalues for use, Judgment the said 
Florville Foy in the sum of —— and _ costs, as fully set forth in said 
judgements of the 50th of April, IS77, and that of the — day of —, 
IS7D: : 

Now, therefore. for the purpose of settling said Judgments of the 
thirtieth of April, IS77, and that of the — day of —, 1879, and in 
the form of a compromise between the said parties of the first and 
second part, and in full satisfaction of said judgments— 

[tis hereby covenanted and agreed by and between the parties 
hereto as follows, to wit: 

First. The said party of the second part does, by these presents; 
set over and transfer unto the said party of the first part the full 
amount of his actions respectively in warranty for the price of the 
property, and the rents, revenues, and values for use against his re- 
spective vendors, and the vendors of his vendors, back to and to in- 
clude the City of New Orleans, the original vendor, as set forth in 
the mesne conveyances from said City of New Orleans to the said 
party of the second part, including the right of the said party of 
the first part to demand, and in default of- payment to institute in 
her behalf suit or suits, either in her own name or in that of the 
said party of the second part, against any and all of said preceding 
vendors, as she may deem proper; and 

Second. The said party of the second part does also hereby agree 
to pay his share and portion of the costs of court in said suit of 
Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. [IL. Monsseaux and als., as also of the mas- 
ter in chancery’s fees. 
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6250 And the said party of the first part, in consideration of the 

above agreement of compromise with the said party of the 
second part, Which she hereby accepts, gives and by these presents 
grants unto the said party of the second part full and final acquit- 
tance and discharge, and hereby acknowledges full satisfaction as 
against him, the said party of the second part, of said final judg- 
ments of the thirtieth day of April, eighteen hundred and seventy- 
seven, and that of the — day of —, eighteen hundred and seventy- 
nine, the latter being for the rents, revenues, and values for use. 
And she does moreover set over and release unto the said party of 
the second part, and to his heirs and assigns, the hereinafter de- 
scribed property so by her recovered against him, said party of the 
second part, by said judgments of the said thirtieth day of April, 
eighteen hundred and seventy-seven, the value of which is for the 
sum and amount of five thousand one hundred dollars; and that 
of the — day of —, eighteen hundred and seventy-nine, for the sum 
for rents, revenues, and values for use, and which are fina! 
judements as aforesaid, she, said party of the first part, as before 
stated, sets over ana transters to the suid party of the second part 
all her right, title, interest, claim, ownership, and demand in and to 
and against the following-described property, to wit: 

Twenty-nine certain lots of ground, situated in the seeond dis- 
trict of this city, in the square comprised within Broad, Dumaine, 
St. Philip, and White streets, and being lots Nos. one, two, three, 
four, five, six, seven, cight, nine, ten, eleven, twelve, thirteen, four- 
teen, fifteen, sixteen, seventeen, thirty, thirty-one, thirty-two, thirty- 
three, thirty-four, thirty-five, thirty-six, thirty-seven, thirty-eight, 
thirty-nine, forty, and forty-one of said square, and being the same 
property which the said party of the second part acquired by pur- 
chase from said City of New Orleans by five several acts passed 

before Kusebe Bouny, a notary public in this city, on the third 
H240 day of Mareh, 1859, duly registered in the conveyance othiece 

of this parish, in book 76, folio 567, and of which the said 
party of the second part is still in possession. 

Thus done and passed, in my office, at the City of New Orleans 
aforesaid, the day, month, and year’written In the caption hereof, 
in the presence of Michel Victorin Dejan and Louis Gustave Elfer, 


competent witnesses domiciliated in this city, whio sion these pres- 
ents with the said appearers and me, notary, after reading hereof, 
(Signed) - MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


PLORVILLE FOY, 
MICHEL V. DEJAN, 
LOUIS G. ELFER. 
JULES VIENNE. 

JAMES FAHEY, Not. Pub. 


I acknowledge that Florville Foy has complied with the obliga- 
tion herein secondly taken by him, that is, the payment of his share 
of the costs of court and master of chancery In the suit therein men- 
tioned, being two hundred and thirteen dollars, to J. W. Gurley, 
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master, and forty-six 3°, dollars to the clerk of the U.S. cireuit 
court, as per receipts unto me this day exhibited. 

New Orleans, 17th February, 1879. 


(Signed) MYRA CLARK GAINES. 
Witnesses: 
WM. H. WILDER. 


JULES VIENNE. a 


I, James Fahey, a notary public in and for the City of New Or- 
leans and the parish of Orleans, duly commissioned and qualified, 
do hereby certify the above and foregoing to be a true copy as well 
of the original act on file and of record in my office as of the certifi- 
eate written in the margin thereof. 

In faith whereof, I grant these presents, under my signature and 
the impress of my seal of office, at New Orleans, on this the nine- 
teenth day of February, A. D. 1879. 

[| SEAL. | (Signed) JAS. FAHEY, 

Not. Pub. 


New Orveans, 8 March, ’79. 

Present: W. Reed Mills, solicitor for complainant ; H. E. Upton, 
solicitor for defendant. 

The Master: Mr. Upton stated that he notified Mr. Grima 

6241 of hour and place of this examination, and requested him to + 

be present; he, Grima, stated that he would endeavor to do 

so, but that he does not consider that he represents Mr. Foy in this 
litigation. 

H. E. Upron states: That having heretofore appeared in this cause 
as a solicitor of the defendant, Florville Foy, [he] considers that in- 
asmuch as said defendant has compromised and adjusted all the 
matters and things at issue herein with the complainant, Myra Clark 
Gaines, as per act of compromise passed before Jas. Fahey, notary 
public, on the 17 day of February, 1879, a duly certified copy of 
said act of compromise has been offered in evidence and filed herein ; 
and, further, as the court has ruled on the question presented in the 
master’s certificate of Ist March, ’79, that as to fruits and revenues 
the suit must go on, but that no execution shall issue on the judg- | 
ment, said H. Ik. Upton now withdraws from this suit as the solicitor 
of said defendant, Foy, considering that said Foy has no further in- 


ee ee 


terest herein. 
Solicitor for complainant submits this case upon the testimony al- 
ready taken in these examinations and also that heretofore taken 
before the other master, Savourin. 
Attest: J. WARD GURLEY, Jr.. Master. 
Report of Master in Chancery as to Widow R. Locoul. Filed April 
29th, 1879. Marked XXI C°*, offered by Complainant in No. 8825. 
To the honorable the judges of the circuit court for the fifth circuit 
and district of Louisiana : 
e 


The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
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above case of Gaines vs. Widow Locoul by an order of this honor- 
able court of the 13th November, 1877, having examined the testi- 
mony on file and from information obtained from the offices of the 
register of conveyances and the administrator of assessments of the 
City of New Orleans, and from information derived from witnesses 
cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has the honor to report 
as follows : 
6242 That under the order of court above referred to he was re- 
quired to take an account of the yearly rents and profits or 
value for use accrued and accruing from the property in said order 
described since the same came into the possession of the defendant, 
the property being three lots of ground in square 20, bounded by 
Broad St. Ann, Dorge Nols, and Dumain streets, and being designated 
by the Nos. 31, 52, ‘and 3 33. Said property was purchased from J. 
Phillipi, as per act passed before A. Ducatel, notary public, on the 
20th December, 1849, and registered in the conveyance office, book 
53, folio 441. 

This ground, situated in what is known as the Blane tract, has 
never been fenced in nor improved, and has been left vacant. 

For the reasons more fully set forth in the master’s previous re- 
ports on unimproved property in the Blane tract, filed on the 19th 
November, 1877, 11 May, and 17 June, 1875S, annexed to the case of 
H. Larquie, one of the defendants herein, there will be allowed in 
favor of complainant and against defendant, a yearly rent or value 
for use at the rate of five per cent. net; that is to say, clear from all 
taxes and charges whatsoever, to be computed upon the amount of 
seventy per cent. on the prices which said lots of ground brought at 
the auction sale of March, 1837, proees-verbal of which is in evidence 
herein, said allowance to begin from the date of the purchase of the 
property, and to continue until the property is delivered to com- 
plainant, the computation being here made until the 20th December, 
1878, with five per cent. per annum interest on said yearly rents. 

No taxes paid are to be allowed defendant in accordance with the 
opinion of the master granting five percent. net on the value of the 
property, estimated as aforesaid, as the annual rent or value for use. 


6245 Rent or Value for Use. 
Lots 31, 52, and 35, in square No, 20, sold in 1857 for S600 
CO: TE ic hts tiie. senanie eae Ee ~ $1,800 00 
1- per out. of which would he the Vi alue of the prope rty 
ee san deveined ek) OU ie 1.260 OO 
rent at the rate of five percent. on value would be $63.00 
per year, and for 20 years... @ -camewacenen a--<cua- $1527 OW 
Inte i'¢ st Oil ii nis. 
Rent. Time. mate. Interest. 
O35 OO 2S years. y ‘ie SS 20 
63 OO 77 eo 6 S85 OD 
605 OO 9 @6do. 66 S1 90 
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Recapitulation. 


Amount of rents, as per statement... .... .... ......-- 
Amount of interest, as per statement__.------..------- 


$3,105 


$1,827 
1,278 


0 


OO 
{) 


Me a 


Master’s costs, 8150.00. 


Respectfully submitted. 


(Signed) 


New Orleans, 26 April, 1879. 


$3,105 


E. SABOURIN, 


Master in Chancery. 


0) 


Proceedings before KE. Sabourin, master in chancery, under order 
from the hon. cireuit court, district of Louisiana, dated the 13th 
November, 1577, in suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. HL. Monsseaux, 
et al., in the case of Widow Raymond Locoul, one of the defend- 


ants. 


Marcu 2Z4ru, 1879. 


This case is fixed for hearing Friday, 25th inst., at 11 a. m. 
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Maren 28rn, 187. 
At the request of Mr. A. Denis, on behalf of defendant, this case is 
continued until the Sth inst., at 11 a.m. 


Apnrit Stu, 187%. 

This case, fixed for to-day, was called. Present: W. Reed Mills, 
solicitor for complainant - Mr. Arthur Denis, representing the com- 
plainant, failing lo appear, testimony is taken ex parte at the re- 
quest of the solicitor of the complainant. 

Complainant, through her solicitor, offers the testimony of EK. A. 
Deslonde and J. W. Davis, offered in the cases of Il. Larquie, I. M. 
Jacobs, and others, defendants in this’suit, so far as regards unim- 
proved and vacant property. Also the sale at public auction made 
by the city of New Orleans on the LOth Mareh, 1837, copy whereof 
is now on file before the master; as also all the evidence offered 
heretofore in other cases of unimproved and vacant property, and 
filed before the master. 


G245 J. W. Davis, being sworn on behalf of complainant, says : 

[ have examined the property claimed by the defendant; it 
is vacant and unimproved; [ estimate the value for use of the same 
at five per cent. per annum net on its value. 

I have made my estimate for the same reasons as set forth in my 
examination in the cases of I’. M. Jacobs, Mrs. 8. Magner, and others 
relative to unimproved and vacant lands in the Blane tract in the 
case of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. IL. Monsseaux ef al., No, 5663, U.S. 
circuit court. 

(Signed) J. WM. DAVIS. 


I. A. Destonpe, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, says: 
I have heard the testimony of Mr. Davis read, and fully corroborate 
the same in every respect, and for the reasons given by myself in 
my testimony in the above cases of BF. M. Jacobs, Mrs. 8. Magner, 
and others relative to unimproved lands in the Blane tract in’ the 
case of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. IL. Monsseaux ef al, No. 3663, USS. 
circuit court. 

(Signed) I. A. DESLONDE. 


Counsel for defendant objects and excepts to the report of the 
master herein on the following grounds: 

Ist. That the amount allowed by the master for rents and reve- 
nues or value for use are exiorbitant and excessive, and not justified 
by the evidence. 

2d. That no legal or proper evidence has been introduced herein 
to justify the findings of the master. 

od. That no evidence was introduced herein to show and prove 
that the defendant ever derived any revenue from the property in 
controversy, or that sail property was ever used for any purpose 
whatever. 

4th. That the general testimony of a large number of witnesses 
taken in the trial of these causes show conclusively that the portion 
of the Blane tract of which that claimed of defendant forms a part 
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is unimproved ; is low, and subject to overflow ; not susceptible of 
being used for any purpose whatever, cither in its past or present 
condition. 
dth. That there is no evidence in this cause to show that if 
6246 the complainant had been in undisturbed possession of the 
property in controversy that she could, by ordinary good 
management, have derived any revenue from the same; that the 
amount allowed is exhorbitant and excessive. 

Gth. The general testimony introduced by various defendants 
herein, and which should have been considered by the master in 
making his report, shows conclusively that defendant could not, 
under any circumstances, have derived any revenue, rental, or,value 
for use from the property in question. 

(Signed) ARTHUR DENIS, 
For Mrs. R. Locoul. 


6247 Report of Master in Chancery as to Estate Franeis Lacroix. 


Filed May Ast, 1879. Marked X.XI C? in No. 8825, U.S. C. 
C., offered by Complainant 18th August, 1880. 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States 
for the fifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Est. Lacroix by an order of this honorable 
court of the 21st March, 1879, having examined the testimony on 
file, and from information obtained from the office of the register 
of conveyances of the parish of Orleans, and from the testimony of 
witnesses cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has the honor 
to report as follows: 

That under the orders of court above referred to he was required 
to take an account of the yearly rents and revenues accrued & ac- 
cruing from the property in said order described since the same 
came into possession of the defendant, being— 

Ist. The whole of square No. 52,. bounded by Saleedo, Lopez, Or- 
leans, and St. Ann streets. The report in this case is made from 
the date of defendant's purchase until 1566, the date of his sale to 
Arthur Degian. 

Ynd. The whole of square No. 51, bounded by Renden, Lopez, 
Orleans, & St. Ann streets. The report in this case is made from 
the date of defendant’s purchase until 1866, date of his sale to sun- 
dry parties. 

od. Lots Nos. 1, 2, & 3, and 6 to 26, inclusively, in square 49, 
bounded by Toulouse, St. Peter, Second, and Third streets. 

4th. Lots 4 to 8 and 16 to 24, inclusively, in square 51, bounded 
by Van Buren, Fourth, St. P oter, and Toulouse streets. 

This property is situated in what is known as the Blane tract, and 
was during the time defendant held possession was left unimproved 
and vacant, for the reasons more fully set forth in the master’s pre- 
vious reports on unimproved property in the Blane tract, filed on 

the 19th November, 1877, 11th May and 17th June, 1878, 
6248 annexed to the report of H. Larquie, one of the defendants 
herein. <A rental value of 5% per year net on 70% of the 
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prices obtained by the City of New Orleans at the public sale made 
in March, 1837, procés-verbal of which is in evidence herein, is 
allowed in favor of complainant, against defendant, with five per 
cent. Interest per annum therein from the date of purchase, during 


The computation is made until Ist May, 1879. 
Rent or Value for Use. 


- we 
Lots Nos. 4 to Saud 16 to 24, in square No. 51, sold in 
FOSS FOP nw cununs Gade bneses connenedoameiienaa Gee 
70% of which would be the, value of the property in 
| ERR gee Se ae Re sees cabinets seemimii augicniei adie (0 iit . . ot dn oo 
Rent at the rate of 5% on value would be $172.62. per 
year for 32 years_....-~--- asap sivebenieiacineiiiiala tallies $5,525 84 
Interest on Rents. 
tent. Time. : Rate. Interest. 
172 62 ol years. 9% 267 Ob 
ys eo ee do. 258 93 
172 62 a do. 249 29 
172 62 — oe do. 240) 66 
172 62 ET do. 232 03 
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. @ 172 62 —_ +" do. 214 78 
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172 62 = clo. 197 5] 
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172 62 — * do. 171 62 
172 62 i. .* do. 162 99 
172 62 — = do. 153 26 
172 62 — do. 144 63 
172 62 — * do. 136 00 
172 62 — os de. 127 37 
172 62 ee do. LIS 75 
172 62 = * do. 110 11] 
172 62 _— * do. 101 48 
172 62 I do 92 85 
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Rent or Value for Use. 


Lots Nos. 1, 2, & 3, and 6 to 26, inclusive, in square No. 
49, sold in 1837 for $450.00 each .--- .--.--..------- $10,800 00 
70% of which would be the value of the property in 1847. 7,560 00 


Rent at the rate of 5% on value would be $378.00 per 
year, and for 32 years .... .--.------.~---<--------- $12,096 00 
“ 


Interest on Tents. 


tent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
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Rents or Value for Use. 


Lots Nos. 1 to 14, the whole of square No. 32, sold in 1837 


acme ee $6.650 00 


OE sass cscisssseic dentate Gl deine dienes ena tee aenenaiaaiiel $4,655 OO 


Rent at the rate of 5% on the value would be $252.75 


per years THE Te FO Et Gein nnncantiipinnbnenn $5,818 75 


Interest on Rents. 


cent. Time. Rate. Interest. 

292 7a 24 years. 5% 27S 40 

232 79 25 do. do. 266 SO 

oe 10 = Con do. 995 PO 
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232 1d 18 do. do. 208 SO 
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Zae ia 16 do. do. 185 60 
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232 To _.- do. 46 40 
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932 1D 
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ao ss esapesustaoeniell ail aseen Aa SU.208 75 
Rent or Value for Use. 

The whole of square No. 31 sold in 1837 for_.---.--~- $9,000 OO 

70% of which would be the value of the property in 
iinet diesen cnc cwueminiegobindaians: — oe 

Rent at the rate of 5% on the value would be $315.00 
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Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
315 OO oS years. % 59S 50 
315 00 37. do. do. — §82 75 
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G252 Slo OO 26, do. do. 409 50 
B15 OO 25 ~«do. do. 393 75 
S315 00 24 do. do. 315 OO 
315 OO 23 . do. do. B62 25 
315 OO a6 |G do. 346 50 
, 315 00 21 do. do. 330 75 
Slo OO 20s dlo. do. o15 OO 
315 O00 19 do. do. 299 25 
315 00 1S do. do. 283 50 
S15 OO ya do. 267 To 
Slo OO 16 do. do. ~ 952 OO » 
315 OO 1D da. do. 2356 25 
315 00 14 do. do. 22) 50 | 
Rent -- $7,875 00 SE a cctieinnes:gitninvarencaiiia 10,287 50 | 
AE cous coummsenans cubis aiasauaten eee aa $18,112 50_ | 
} 


Recapitulation. 


Rent and interest on whole of square, as per statement. $18,112 50 


Rent and interest on 24 lots in’ square 4), as per state- | 
ee id ind ia 21.470 40 | 
Rent and interest on 14 lots in — 51, as per state- 
i cis cce cuca Uiana a -sesee dptseiacaiseacasideineis deeeisaneninne alihasens emia dads 9,768 21 
Rent and interest on whole of sq are 32, as per state- 
| ERI ee i ad 9298 7d 
ad 
OGRE COG CUI 6. ones cnmneetw nine mows $558,649 S6 


Master’s costs, $500.00. 
Respectfully submitted. 
EK. SABOURIN, 
. Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 26th April, 1879. 
Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master in chancery, under order 
from the honorable circuit court of the United States for the fifth 
circuit and district of Louisiana, dated the 21st of March, 1879, in f 
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the suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseau, No. 
6253 3663, as regards the Est. of Francois Lacroix, Edgar La- 
croiz, sole hei ir, one of the defendants. 
2ist Aprin, 1S7?. 
This case is fixed for hearing Friday, 25th —, and at 10 a.m. 
The proper defendant consists: Ist. Of 24 lots, Nos. 1, 2. 3. and 6 
to 26, lot4 of ground in square bounded by St. Peter, Toulouse, See- 
ond, and Third streets. 2nd. 14 lots, Nos. 4 to 8 & 16 to 24, in square 
bounded. by Van Buren, Fourth, St. Peters, and Toulouse strv ‘s. 
3d. The whole of square bounded by Rendon, Lopez, Orleans, and 
St. Ann streets. 
2571H Apri, 1879. 
The defendant, after due and diligent search and inquiry, not 
being found, due notice having been left at his last domicil, No. 29° 
Ann street, in the hands of Mrs. Monyosen, who, could give no 
information about the defendant, except that she believed he was 
absent from the city, the master, at the request of the solicitor for 
the complainant (who is present), proceeds to take testimony ex parte 
on behalf of complainant. 
Complainant, through her solicitor, being asked, says that she does 
not know whether any taxes have been paid on the property. 
Complainant, through her solicitor, offers the testimony of E. A. 
Deslonde and J. W. Davis, offered in the case- of I. M. Jacobs, Mrs. 
S. Magner, H. Larquie, & other defendants in this suit, so far as 
regards vacant and unimproved property; also the sale made at 
public auction on the 10th March, 1837, copy whereof is now on file 
before the master, as also all the evidence offered heretofore in other 
cases of unimproved land filed before the master. 


J. W. Davis, being duly sworn in behalf of the complainant, says. 


I have examined the property claimed by the defendant, and find 
that it was vacant and unimproved during his claimed ownership. 
I estimate the value for the use of the same at five per cent. per 
annum net on its value. 

I have made my estimate for the same reasons as set forth 

6254 in my examination in the case- of IF’. M. Jacobs, Mrs. 8. Mag- 

ner, and others relative to unimproved and vacant lands in 

the Blane tract in the case of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Mons- 
seaux et al., No. 3663, U.S. cireuit court. 


| J. WM. DAVIS. 
kk. A. DestonpbE, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, says: 


I have heard the testimony of Mr. Davis read, and fully cor- 
roborate the same in every respect, and for the reasons given by 
myself in my testimony in the above cases of F. M. Jacobs, Mrs. 8. 
M:; agner, and others relative to unimproved lands in the Blane tract 
in the case of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux et al., No. 3663, 
U.S. cireuit court. 

E. A. DESLONDE. 
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Report of Master in Chancery as to P. H. Monsseauxr. Filed May 1st, 
1879. Marked XXI C? in No. 8825, U.S. C. C, offered by Com- 


plainant 18th August, 1580. 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States 
for the fifth cireuit & district of Louisiana : 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Monsseaux by an order of this honorable 
court of the 7th day of May, 1877, having examined the testimony 
on file, and from information obtained from the offices of the register 


of conveyances and the administrator of assessments of the City of 


New Orleans, and from information derived from witnesses cognizant 
of the facts connected therewith, has the honor to report as follows : 
That under the order of court above referred to he was required 
to take an aecount of the yearly rents and profits or value for use 
accrued and aceruing from the property in said order described 
since the same came into the possession of the defendant, the prop- 
erty being— 
First. One lot of ground in the square bounded by Caron- 
6255 “delet walk, Toulouse, Second, and Third streets, and desig- 
nated by the No. 16 of said square, according to a plan of 
Bergerol, surveyor, dated 24th December, 1836. Said lot was pur- 
chased from F. A. Mentreal, wife of Paul Delery, as per act: passed 
before O. Drouet, notary public, on the 3d Mareh, 1855. 

Second. On lot of ground in the square bounded by Van Buren, 
Bellechasse, Dumaine, and Fourth street-,and designated by the No. 
1 of said square on a plan made by L. IL. Pilie, surveyor, dated 18th 
May, 1848. Said lot was acquired by the defendant by purchase 
from. the succession of William Moore, as per act passed before O. 
D’Armas, notary public, on the 21st January, 1855. For the reasons 
more specially assigned in the “special report” of November 19th, 
1877, annexed to the case of IL. Larquie, there will be allowed in 
favor of complainant a yearly rent or value for use at the rate of 
five per cent (5 per ceat.) net per year, that Is to say, clear from all 
taxes and charges whatsoever, to be computed on the amount of sev- 
enty per cent. on the prices which said lots of ground b-ought at 
the auction sale of March, 1837, process-verbal of which is in evi- 
dence herein, said allowance to begin from the aforesaid dates of pur- 
chase and to continue until the property is delivered to complainant, 
the computation being here made until the 30th April, 1878, with 
five per cent. interest on said yearly rents. 


Rent ov Value for Use. 


Lot in square No, 427 sold for in 1837 for. --.---- on S450 O00 
70 per cent. of which would be the value of the property 
0 ELSE DERI I EF ChB 0 315 00 


Rent at the rate of 5 per cent. on value would be $15.75 
pet your, 2G 16F BS FOR ncnncn wenn sathnninnonun 393 75 


a eeeeEGEGGSEEE— ee 
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Interest on Fents. 


Rent. Time. Rate. Interest, 
$15 75 24 years. o% 18 90 
15 75 %3~—sdo.. " IS 10 
15 75 22. do. " 17 40 
15 75 21 dao. ” 16 60 
15 7d 20 do. - 15 75 
15 75 19 do. = 14 Ww 
15 75 18 do. " 14 15 
6256 15 75 -. Gr 13 35 
15 75 16 do. ™ 12 55 
15 75 15 do. a 11 S85 
15 75 14 do. ™ 11 05 
15 75 13 do. “ 10 35 
15 75 12 do. . 9 55 
15 75 >. &. 8 7D 
15 7d 10 do. . 7 90 
15 75 9 do. « 7 10 
15 75 8 do. a 6 40 
15 7o 7 do. “ 5 60 
: 15 75 6 do. . 10) 
| 15 75 5 do. m 410 
| 15 75 4 do. . 3 30 
~? 15 75 3 do. “ 2 DO 
15 7d = ae a 1 70 
| 15 7d 1 do. - SO 
15 7a 
tent... $395 75 Oe Se nea Sete 937 55 
UII eet wena ideniiaaanie S631 30 
Rent or Value for Use. 
Lot No. 1 in square No. 407, sold in 1837 for_--------- $475 00 
70 per cent. of which would be the value of the property 
“See sscnsin-iusnt-eneuammsaiebiss sates Aa ecai 332 50 
Rent at the rate of 5 per cent. on value would be 16.623 


per year, and for 25 years ... 22. 22.20. ecenccnenes 415 60 


Interest On Rents. 


Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
| 16 62 24 years. a4 19 92 
16 6: 93 - as } O09 
16 62 22 “ ” 1S 26 
16 63 21 . . Ae Ge 
: 16 62 20 1 ” 16 60 
16 63 3 * e 15 77 
16 62 —. * 14 94 


16 63 — in ss 14 11 


y 816 


ieee. 


: = ASD Ae BN A Gl EN ein sn Aa pee eg ma 
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16 62 oo . 13 28 
GO257 16 65 Ld Hs ™ 12 45 
16 62 aaa . 11 62 
L6 65 15 vi o 10 79 
16 62 — % 9 96 
16 63 —_. 9 13 
16 62 10 ™ ' § 30 
16 68 = o 7 47 
16 62 S 2 - (5 64 
16 63 ye es . 5 Sl 
16 62 6 : - 498 
16 63 . ” 4 15 
16 62 “4 ” " 3 32 
16 68 5) ' ’ 2-49 
16 62 2 ™ ° 1 65 
16 63 ee ” SO 
16 60 
Rent -- 3415 60 Se ROTA tor Ses Vole S248 74 
RE ewPUC i Reson Ome a a 
Lecapitulation. 
Rent and interest on lot in square No, 427_----------- $631 30 
Rent and interest on lot in square No, 407---.-------- O64 5 


Bn 
Master’s costs, $150.00. 
Respectfully submitted. 

‘ Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 17th May, 1878. 


Proceedings before I. Sabourin, master in chancery, under an order 
from the hon. circuit district of Louisiana, dated the 19th Mareh, 
1879, in the suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseau et al., 
No. 3663, in the case of the estate of P. H. Monsseaux, represented by 

Mrs. Adeline Grusnan, testementary heir and universal 

6255 legatee, as regards lot 16. in square 62, and lot No. 1, in 

square 15, 
APRIL 15ru, 1879. 
This case is fixed for hearing on Thursday, 17th inst., at 10 a. m., 
and the defendant duly notified. 


‘APRIL 177H, 1879. 
The defendant, Widow H. Monsseaux, appeared and stated that 
Mr. Jules Vienne is authorized to act for her and in her name and 
behalf, and desired the case continued until Friday, 18th inst., at 
10 a.m. Granted. 


— 


4 
mo 


. 
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18tnH Aprit, 1879 

Mr. Jules Vienne, acting as agent for the defendant, appeared 
and stated that the defendant had no statement or account to offer. 
Complainant, through her solicitor, W. Reed Mills, offers the testi- 
mony of E. A. Deslonde and J. W. Davis offered in the case F. M. 
Jacobs, H. Larquie, Mrs. 8S. Magner, & others, in the suit of Myra 
Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux et als., No. 3663 of the docket 
of this court, so far as regards vacant and unimproved property; 
also, the sale at public auction made by the City of New Orleans on 
the 10th March, 1837, copy whereof is now on file before the master, 
as also all the evidence offered heretofore in other cases of unim- 
proved and vacant property, and filed before the master. 


J. W. Davis, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, says: 


I have examined the property claimed by the defendant; it 1s un- 
improved and vacant. I estimate the value for use of the same at 
5% per annum net on its value. I have made my estimate for the 
same reasons as set forth in my examinations In the cases of IF. M. 
Jacobs & Mr.S. Magner & others, relative to unimproved and vacant 
property in the Blane tract, in the case of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. 
H. Monsseaux et al., No. 3663, U.S. cireuit court. 

J. WM. DAVIS. 


E. A. Destonpr, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, says: 


I have heard the testimony of Mr. Davis read and fully corrobo- 
rate the same, and for the reasons given by myself in my testi- 
mony in the above cases of F. M. Jacobs, Mr. S. Magner, 
6259 and others, relative to unimproved and vacant lands in the 
Blane tract, in the suit of Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. 
Monsseaux et al., No. 3663, U.S. cireuit court. 
(3’g'd) Kk. A. DESLON DE. 


6260 Motion and Order of Reference to Ch’s 8. Rice, Master. Entered 
and Kiled May 5th, 1879. 


United States Circuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
US. No. 3663. 


P. H. Monsseacx et als. 


On motion of W. Reed Mills, solicitor of complainant, it is ordered 
that the fees and costs of Ernest Sabourin, master, for his re ports on 
metes and bounds and fruits and revenues in the cases against the 
defendants, Albin Soulie, Widow Bb. Durochar, Widow William Mo- 
ran, Pierre Lamarlére, Henry Carriere, Mrs. Zz 5. Marmonget, Ju- 
lien Dunaud, Margaret McLaughlin, B. Morere, Widow W illiam 
Laurens, Victor Demoruelle, J. B. Mailhe, Adele Monjot, L. J. BE. 
Macé, J. P. Moreau, Widow R. Locoul, R. Devoe, Estate F. Lacroix, 
and Widow P. H. Monsseaux, be referred to harles S. Rice, master, 
to fix and determine. 


Report of J. W. Gurley, master, of May Sth, 1879, missing. 
x 
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6261 Reportof Chas. S. Rice, Master. Filed May 23rd, 1879. Marked 
AA VI, US. C. C., No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


Circuit Court of the United States, District of Louisiana. In Equity. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. -No. 3668. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. J 


To the honorable the Judges of the cireuil court of the United 
States for the fifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 


The undersigned master to whom by order of this honorable 
court, dated the 5th day of May, A. D. 1879 (“copy of which is 
hereto attached as part of this report”), reference was made for-the 
purpose of fixing and determining the fees and costs of Ernest Sa- 
bourin, master, for his reports on metes and bounds and fruits and 
revenues in above case as against the defendants therein, Albin 
Soulie, Widow B. Durocher, Widow William Moran, Pierre Lam- 
alere, Henry Carriere, Mrs. J. B. Marmonget, Julien Dunaud, Margaret 
McLaughlin, B. Morere, Widow Wm. Laurens, Widow Demoruelle, 
J. B. Mailhe, Adele Mavot, L. J. E. Macé, J. P. Moreau, Widow R. Le- 
coul, R. Devoe, Est. F. Lacroix, and Widow P. H. Monsseaux, begs 
leave to repert as follows: 

Out of the nineteen reports of the master, and placed in my hands, 
ten appear to have been made up upon data and evidence procured 
by him alone on account of failure of the respective defendants to 
appear, or from their not being found. The other nine defendants 
appeared in person or by attorney and were heard contradictorily 
by said master. 

After examining his reports I have concluded, and so fix and de- 
termine and recommend that he be allowed fees and costs as to each 
of said defendants, as suggested by himself at the foot of each of his 
said reports, as follows: | 


For the report as to— 


Ue I i ee 
er ee ie ISO 
= i icin ea 250 
Se Sn mR ME Me GENIN seme 
I CE OW vais: nchiense inten wemaimainad Gaal es 
6262 J. B. Marmonget_._.....-- ONES MOE OM 
OG i isaac nee ee Se 180 
AE TDI itiiks ctsitere witininrieeiaiin basin . 180 
ee i imaes id i ee 330 
ee a, I iii oc tices tec P paalte aie ae 180 
I aioe rede etic a oe ats 130 
ee OU een iutit¢inct. <i. <.e 130 
ND FED itis ith iinitininiennieeninieiie eae 150 
a ie i la 155 
re i ener eroee 130 


ice scepielepieasar sem cnnneneiies diated ada daeaind 150 


HOAS 
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i a a. a, “aa an ll ll A a, i, a, ean, le le i, ile ee a it i a i ik a a iy i ie a ae 


Be i icine acneom nesiianaiicmme einen 
ee 2 Ee, ONO 5s nckigcinciainneinns: ae 
All of which is respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) CHAS. S. RICE, Master. 


New Orleans, Louisiana, May 22d, 1879. 


- , : 
Order Annexved to Report of Chas. S. Ltice, Master. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
Vs. > No. 3668. 
P. H. Monsseaux et dat 


On motion of W. Reed Mills, solicitor of complainant, it is or- 
dered that the fees and costs of Ernest Sabourin, master, for his re- 
ports on metes and bounds and fruits and revenues in the eases 
against the defendants Albin Soulié, Widow B. Durocher, Widow 
William Moran, Pierre Lamarlere, Henry Carriere, Mrs. J. B. Mar- 
monget, Julien Dunaud, Margaret McLaughlin, b. Morere, Widow 
William Laurens, Victor Demoruelle, J. B. Mailhe, Adele Monjot, 

en L. J. E. Mace, J. P. Moreau, Widow R. Locoul, R. Devoe, Est. F. 
Lacroix, and Widow LP. Hl. Monsseaux be referred to Chas. S. Rice, 
master, to fix and determine. 


p 6263 Request of Albin Rocheraw’s AtPy not to Draw Transeript of 
Appeal. Filed May 24th, 1879. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. . No. 3663. 


P. H. Monsseaun ef als. J 


The clerk of court is hereby notified that so far as Albin Rochereau 
is concerned as appellant in the above CUSe, the appeal is not to be 
prosecuted, and hence no transcript is to be prepared for the said 
Rochereau. 

' May 24, 1879. 
(Signed) C. kb. SCIIMIDT, Solicitor. 


Order Confirming Report of CS. [tice as to Fees of Eb. Sabourin, Master. 
xtract from Minutes of May 24th, 1879. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 


vs. Le 5663. 
P. H. Mownsseacx et al. J 


On motion of Wm. Reed. Mills, on behalf of FE. Sabourin, it is 
ordered that the report of Chas. S. Rice, master, of the 22d May, 
and filed 25d May, 1879, on fees of E. Sabourin, the master herein, 
as to Albin Soulie,, Widow B. Durocher, Widow William Moran, 
Pierre Lamarlere, Henry Carriere, Mrs. J. B. Marmonget, Julian 
Dunaud, Margaret McLaughlin, B. Morere, Widow Wm. Lau- 
rens, Victor Demourelle, J. B. Mailhe, Adele Marijot, L. J. E. Mace, 
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J. P. Moreau, Widow R. Locoul, R. Devoe, estate of I. Lacroix, 
Mrs. P. H. Monnseaux, defendants in the above-entitled cause, and 
in consideration whereof, it is erdered, adjudged, and decreed that 
the said report be homologated, approved, and made the judgment 
of this court. 

It is further ordered that said FE. Sabourin have execution against 
the said respective and several defendants for the amounts respec- 
tively and severally set forth in said report. 


6264 Report of Master in Chancery as to Isadore Eb. Pinsard. Filed 
May 26th, 1879. Marked XXI C?, No. 8825, U.S. C. C., offered 
by Complainant 18th August, 1880. 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States, 
fifth cireuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Pinsard, by an order of this honorable court 
of the 20th day of June, 1875, having examined the testimony on 
file, and from information obtained from the office of the register of 
conveyance of the parish of Orleans, and from the testimony of wit- 
nesses cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has the honor to 
report as follows: i 

That under the order of the court above referred to, he was re- 
quired to ascertain the metes and bounds and to take an account 
of the yearly rents and profits, or value for use, accrued and accru- 
ing from the property, as set forth in said order, since the same came 
into the possession of the defendant, the property being six lots 
of ground, Nos. 54, 35, 36, 57, 58, & 39, in square No. 21, bounded 
by St. Ann, Dumaine, Sixth, and Broad streets. Lot No. 34 meas- 
ures 29 feet six lines on St. Ann street, 29 feet 7 in. & 5 lines in the 
rear, by a depth of 100 feet. Lots Nos. 35, 36, & 37 measure each 29 
feet 8 in. & 6 lines front on St. Ann street, 29 ft. 7 in. & 4 lines in 
the rear, by a depth of 100 feet. Lots Nos. 38 & 39 measure each 
29 ft. 8 in. & 6 lines front on St. Ann street, 29 ft. 7 in. 4 lines in the 
rear, by a depth of 100 feet. Lot No. 59 forms the corner of St. Ann 
and Sixth streets. 

This property was acquired by the defendant by purchase from 
George Andre, as per act passed before A. Ducatel, notary public, on 
the 9th day of February, 1858, and registered in the conveyance 
ottice, book 74, folio 490. 

This ground, situated in what is known as the Blane tract, 
6265 has never been fenced in or improved, and has always been 
left vacant. 

lor the reasons more fully set forth in the master’s reports on un- 
improved and vacant property in the Blane tract, filed on the 19th 
November, 1877, llth May, and 17th June, 1878, there will be al- 
lowed in favor of complainant, and against defendant, a yearly rent 
or value for use at the rate of five per cent. per annum net, that is 
to say, clear from all taxes and charges whatsoever, to be computed 
on the amount of seventy per cent. on the prices which said lots 
brought at the auction sale of March, 1837, proces-verbal of which is 


) 
| 
a 
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in evidence herein, with interest at the rate of 5 per cent. per an- 
num on said yearly rents, said allowance to begin from the date of 
the purchase of the property, and to continue until the same is de- 
livered to complainant, the computation being here made until the 
th day of February, 1879. 


Rent or Value for Use. 


Lots 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, & 39, sq. 21, sold in 1837 for..-.-- $3,300 O00 
70 per cent. of which would be the value of the property 
Ne FRE nk enenmemiecone= oan chitin dian inate re 


Rent at the rate of 5 per cent. on value would be $115.50 


per VERT UE THE SE YORI. ... ... «. ccudquumbeiowasna, Ee oe 
Interest on Rents. 

Rent. ' Time. Rate. Interest. 

115 50 20 years. 5% 115 00 

115 50 19 do. do. L090 25 

115 50 1S. do. do. 103 50 

115 50 17 do. do. 97 75 

115 50 16 do. do. 92 OO 

115 50 15 do. do. S86 25 

115 50 14. do. do. SO 50 

115 50 13 do. do. 74 75 

115 50 12 do. do. 69 OO 

115 50 i: do. 63 25 

115 50 10 do. do. o7 50 

115 50 9 do. do. ol 75 

115 50 8 do. do. 46 00 

6266 115 50 EF ” 40 25 

115 50 Ss * " 34 50 

115 50 _* vs 28 7d 

115 50 : ” Ms 25 00 

115 50 »* ” 17 29 

115 50 he 7 11 50 

115 50 _ . 9 7d 

115 50 
Rent _..$2,425 50 as 1.207 50 
I hes saphindtitiniatinesitinnsmeeianciiidaanaieneiiais a citi $3,633 00 
Recapitulation. 

a ee -. -, 1n wsciness usnitalidbanle lala caaiadidiaicedaaeenillia $2,425 50 
Interest on same-._.-..------.- ow ecienuiaieeniba use 1,207 50 


Tels Gee eetnpiainant.... .nunsanciiesencnsiacin $3.633 00 
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Master’s costs: 
IO isin niciiceienisecesibeniiteiananaidali $150 00 
eS ETS 30 OO 


S180 O00 


Respectfully submitted. 
k. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 26th May, 1879. 


Notice Attached. 


U.S. Cireuit Court for the Fifth Circuit and District of Loutsiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. No. 5663. 
P. Hl. Monsseaux et at 
To Isadore E. Pinsard : 

You are hereby notified to appear before me, at my office, No. 14 
Exchange Place, on the 19th day of May, 1879, at 12 o’clock m. 
there to protect your Interest as a defend- in the above-entitled case, 
wherein testimony is to be taken in the matter of rents and reve- 
nues. 

Master’s office, New Orleans, 16th May, 1879. 

E. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 


Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master in chancery, under order 
from the honorable cireuit court of the United States for 
6267 the fifth circuit and district of Loulsiana, dated the 20th of 
* June, 1878, in the suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. 
Monsseaux, No. 3663, as regards Isadore KE. Pinsard, one of the 
defendants, claiming 6 lots of ground, numbered 34 to 39, inclu- 
sive, in square of 21, bounded by St. Ann, Dumaine, Sixth, and 
Broad streets. 


NEW Or -LEANS, 16th May, 1879. 
This case is fixed for hearing on the 19th inst., at 12 m. 


: 12 M.,191rnm May, 1879. - 
This case, fixed for hearing this day, was called. Present: W. Reed 
Mills, Esq., solicitor for complainant. The defendant, after due and 
diligentsearch and inquiry, not having been found and not making an 
appearance, either in person or by attorney, this evidence is taken 
ex parte at the request of the solicitor for the complainant. 
Compleinant, through her solicitor, being asked, says that she 
does not know whether any tax has been paid on this property. 
Complainant, through her solicitor, offers the testimony of E. A. 
Deslonde and J. W. Davis, taken in the cases of H. Larquie, F. M. 
Jacobs, and other defendants in this suit, so far as regards vacant 
and unimproved property; also the sale by public auction made by 
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the city on the 10th March, 1837, copy whereof is now on file before 
the master, as also all the evidence offered in other cases of unim- 
proved and vacant property filed before the master. 


J. W. Davis, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, says : 
I have examined the property claimed by the defendant; it 1s vacant 
and unimproved ; I estimate the value for use of the same at five per 
cent. per annum neton its value. I have made my estimate for the 
reasons as set forth in my examination in the cases of I. M. Jacobs, 
Mrs. 8S. Magner, and others relative to unimproved lands on the 
Blane tract in the case of M. C. Gaines vs. P. IL. Monsseau 

6268 et al., No. 3663, U.S. cireuit court. 


J. W. DAVIS. 


kX. A. Destonpe, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, 
says: I have heard read the testimony of Mr. Davis, and fully 
corroborate the same in every respect and for the reasons given by 
myself in my testimony in the above-named cases relative to unim- 
proved and yacant lands in the Blane tract. 


Kk. A. DESLONDE. 


Report of Master in Chancery as to Mrs. Ellen Phillips. Filed May 26th, 
S79. Marked XNXI C? in No. 8525, U.S. C. C., offered by Complain- 
ant 18th August, ISS0. 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States, 
fifth circuit and district of Loutsiana: 

“The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Phillips by an order of this honorable court 
of the 20th day of June, 1878, having examined the testimony on 
file, anal from information obtained from the office of the register 
of conveyances of the parish of Orleans, and from the testimony of 
Witnesses cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has the honor 
to report as follows: 

That under the order of the court above referred to he was re- 
quired to ascertain the metes and bounds and to take an account of 
the yearly rents and profits or value for use accrued and accruing 
from the property as set forth in said order since the same came 
into possession of the defendant, the property being : 

One lot of ground, No. 50, in square No. 36, bounded by White, 
Orleans, St. Ann, & Broad streets. Said lot measures 30 ft. 4 in. & 
7 lines front on Orleans street by 50 feet depth & front on White 
street. 

Said property was acquired by the defendant by purchase from 
A. St. Amand as per act passed before J. Cuvellier, notary, on the 

12th April, 1864, registered in conveyance office, b’k 88, folio 
6269 37. In this case defendant appeared and presented a verbal 

statement of her account against complainant, which was 
reduced to writing and is on file herewith. Defendant is in posses- 
sion of this property since 12th April, 1864, on which she built, im- 
mediately after her purchase, a dwelling, a one-story frame house, 
the improvements on said lot being worth about $300.00 and and 
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the average value of the rent of said property $6.00 per month since 
the construction of the improvements. The drainage tax and city 
and State taxes since 1864 to the present time have been paid by 
the defendant. } 

Complainant is therefore allowed against defendant, as rental 
value of said property, $6.00 per month from 12th April, 1864, until 
now, With 5 per cent. interest on the amount of each year’s rent until 
final payment, and defendant is allowed in deduction thereof 5 per 
eent. interest on $300, value of improvements, from 12th April, 
1864, until now, and $179.15, amount of taxes, city, State, & 
drainage, paid by her, with 5 per cent. interest thereon from the re- 
spective dates of payment thereof. : 

In this case complainant elects to take the improvements at their 
value as set forth, namely, $300, which amount is to be allowed 
in favor of defendant. 

Rent from the 12th April, 1864, to the 12th April, 1879, 
oer PORES, GS Gre BOT FORE. cnet nce seucun cen tne See ee 


Interest on Rents. 


cent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
72 00 14 years. 5 % D4 40 
72 00 13 do. a - 46 80 
72 00 - 2. ¥s 43 20 
72 00 11 do. ” 39 GO 
72 O00 lO do. ss 36 O00 
72 OO ~ “ 32 40 
72 VO S do. - 2S SO 
72 OO 7 ” 2 P>V 
72 00 6 do. " 21 60 
6270 72 00 5 do. 7 18 00 
72 00 4+ do. ” 14 40 
72 00 3 «do. . 10 SO 
‘ > of 1 7 20 
72 00 ae... “ 3 60 
72 OO 
Rent_- $1,080 00 Re ae ant Ore 015 00 
OI wcities tila dapat aa cei al 
State and City Taxes and Interest. 
Year. State Tax. City Tax. Total. Time. Rate. Interest. 
1864 70 2 20 295 I4dyears. 5% 2 06 
65 10 2 2 9 95 13- do. do. 1 S2 
OG 70 2 2 2 9d aa do. 1 6S 
67 70 4 50 2 3: = do. 2 SS 
6S 1 85 4 50 635 10 deo. do. 3 17 
69 ? 50 o> 7d 8 95 ) «lo. do. > 4h 
70 + 60 12 Wd Ll? 30 8 do. do. 6 O4 
‘71 6 40 11 00 17 40 7 do. do. 6 O9 
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79 11 00 13 00 24 00 6 do. do. 7 20 
we 11 00 8 25 19 25 do. do. 4 81 
"74 7 ov 10 75 18 25 4 do. do. 3 S81 
"TD iD 7 50 14 Jo > do. do. = oe 
76 4 55 5 2 % SO > do. 98 
77 7 oO 5 2 12 7d a. -_ do. Oe 
TS 4 55 & Bb % SO iis el perme 
Drainage— 7 15 11 WwW @&& do. 5 57 
Statetax 71 50 
CAT Gi icimenee SLOT 65 
I iii cities elena S179 15 
IN sions: sheen tciapiteenetieaieiaatie isla siey arama diesiiiamuiuie ute ace ca $55 56 


Interest on Improvements. 


The value of the improvements being $500.00, interest 


yours, @) Gop We BO vides cecnvcnencnnanen eat $225 00 
6271 Recapitulation. 
ere CNT TI i voices ectsttties oreomes cman daes $1,458 00 
Less— 
eee & TE ia inks deine ni cca comin ee 
Interest on Improvements... -.-.------- é 225 OV 
17 71 
I i chi aisibcicttsitntenitiniiacincmccsipianinaiagis $1,000 29 
From which is to be deducted the value of the im- 
DECVORGIG ncn seen enseescaneenans sen ems jaeiinien . 300 OO 
Leaving balance due complainant..--.-.------- $700 29 
Master’s costs : 
B86 cc nsind ninieeniinmee $125 00 
Metes & bounds... ---- 30 00 


Respectfully submitted. 
k. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 26th May, 1879. 


Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master in chancery, under order 
from the honorable circuit court of the United States for the fifth 
circuit and district of Louisiana, dated the 20th of June, 1878, in 
the suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux, No. 3663, as 
regards Mrs. Ellen Phillips, one of the defendants, claiming one 
lot of ground, No. 30, in square bounded by Orleans, White, St. 
Ann, and Broad streets. 
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NEW OrLEANS, 16th May, 1879. 
This case is fixed for hearing on the 19th inst., at 12 m. 


New Orveans, 19th May, ’79. 
This ease, fixed for hearing to-day, was called. Present: W. Reed 
Mills, solicitor for the complainant. The defendant, though notified 
in person, failed to appear. This testimony is taken ex parte at the 
request of the solicitor for the complainant. 


6272 J. W. Davis, sworn on behalf of complainant: 


[I know the property above described. The ‘improvements con- 
sist of a one-story frame house, containing about 35 rooms; it is 
almost 5 years built. [estimate the rental value at $6.00 per month 
since it was built. I estimate the value of the improvements at 
$500.00. 1 estimate the value for use of this property when vacant 
at 5 per cent. net on its value, for reasons given in the cases of I. M. 
Jacobs, Mrs. 8. Magner, and others. : 

[ estimate the present value of this property and improvements 
$400; $100 for the lot & $500 for improvements. 

J. WM. DAVIS. 


IX. A. Deslonde, sworn in’ behalf of complainant, being present, 
and having heard the testimony of Mr. Davis, ‘fully corroborates the 
same. 


I. A. DESLONDE. 


New ORLEANS, 24th May, °79. 
Mrs. Eten Ketriy, widow of Robert Phillips, defendant in this 
‘“ause, appeared and presented her tax receipts, being duly sworn, 
says: I have paid all my taxes since the purchase of the property, 
both city and State & drainage taxes, up to this time. When I 
purchased this property it was vacant and unimproved. I built a 
little house on it the year I bought it, and I have lived in it ever 
since. The lot is small; | have a small garden. I cannot teil 
exactly how much the house cost; [ built it little by little; I cannot tell 
even approximately how much it cost; the house is not worth much 
now; the place is in the middle of the dumping ground ; the whole 
place if put up at auction would not bring $50.00. Nobody can 
live there except an old woman like myself. At the time I bought 
the place I had 4 small children. I filled the property ; I gathered 
earth or mud little by little & filled the lot. I cannot say what 
would be the rental. value of the place since I occupied it; 
6273 to-day I J do not think $1.00 per month could be got for it. 
Defendant, stating that she does not know how to sign, has 
made her matk in the person of the master and witness undersigned. 
her 
ELLEN x PHILLIPS. 
mark, 
hk. SABOURIN, Master. 
T. WH. HIGGINBOTITAM. 


¢@ 
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Report of Master in Chancery as to Tlenry Peter. Filed May 26th, 
1879. Marked X XI C* in No. 8825, U.S. C. C., offered by Complain- 
ant Sth Aug’t, 1880. 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United 

States, fifth cireuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above ease of Gaines vs. Peter, by an order of this honorable court of 
the 20th June, 1878, having examined the testimony on file,and from 
information obtained from information obtained from the office of the 
register of conveyances for the parish of Orleans, and from the tes- 
timony of witnesses cognizant of the facts connected there with, has 
the honor to report as follows: 

That under the order of court above referred to he was re- 
quired to ascertain the metes and bounds and take an account of 
the yearly rents and profits accrued and accruing from the property, 
as set forth in said order, since the same came into the possession of 
the defendant, the property being two'lots of ground, Nos. 7 & 8, in 
square No. 56, bounded by Carondelet walk, Toulouse, Broad, 
Dorgenois streets. Said lots measure each 51 fect 9 inches & 4 lines 
front on Toulouse street, and extend through to Carondelet walk, 
and having the following depth: Lot 7,92 feet 1 inch on the line of 
lot No. 6; lot 8, 89 feet 7 inches & 4 lines on the line of lot 

No. 9 
6274 This property was acquired by the defendant by purchase 
from Peter Sehneider, as per act passed by J. M. Bell, sheriff 
of the parish of Orleans, on the 4th day of August, 1857, and regis- 
tered in the conveyance office, book 75, folio 240. 

This ground [is] situated in what j is known as the Blane tract ; 
has never been fenced in or improved, and has always been left 
vacant. 

lor the reasons more fully set forth in the master’s report on un- 
improved and vaeant property in the Blane tract, filed on the 19th 
November, 1877, 11th May and 17th June, 1878, annexed to the 
case of H. Larquie, one of the defendants herein, there will be al- 
lowed in favor of complainant and against defendant a yearly rent 
or value for use at the rate of five per cent. net per annum, that is 
to say, clear from all taxes and charges whatsoever, to be computed 
on the amount of seventy per cent. on the prices which said lots 
brought at the auction sale of March, 1837, proces-verbal of which is 
in evidence herein, with interest at the rate of five per cent. per an- 
num on said yearly rents, said allowance to begin from the date of 
the purchase of the property, and to continue until the same is de- 
livered to the complainant, the computation being here made until 
the 4th day of May, 1S79. 


Rent or Value for Use. 


Lots 7 & 8,in square 56, sold in 1857 for....---.------ $1,650 00 
70 per cent. of which would be the value of the property 
5 BGG GO ccnicncnimusdnnncewene spinel . 1,155 00 


Rent at the rate of 5 per ce nt. on value would be $57 
Det FURS, SE TS TS PD cnc nnn cen tencnsimamene $1,270 50 


* 
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Interest on Rents. 


Rent. Time, Rate. Interest. 
D7 7) 21 years. 5% 60 48 
57 75 _ “ 57 60 
OF TO oo oes... 54 72 
6275 57 7d Ss a D1 S4 
oi 7d 6 ” AS OG 
57 75 lh ” 46 08 
D7 To 5 * “ 43 20) 
57 75 — ' 40 32 
57 7) —_—.™ " or 44 
ot 0 — = " d4 56 
of 7d .— ' ol 6S 
o7 To 6 * “ 28 SU 
57 75 59 * “ 95 92 
O97 7d . * ” 23 O4 
57 7d r ns . 20 16 
57 7d - ” 17 28 
‘ 57 7d 5B * . 14 40 
57 To a ts 1 oe 
57 7) 5 * , & 54 
57 7d - " 5 76 
57 75 : . 2 88 
O97 Fo 
Rent ~~ $1,270 50 aren ll 
OTR EI RES IRE Me CEN ORI NC RE Tae! ODN” oe eee ES $1,935 758 
Recapitulation. 
I er i a cistee dinners ue ee $1,270 50 
a i ' 665 28 
TOUR NS CORNIIIIOE os stein $1,935 78 
Master’s costs: 
ii si tienes wien tnmeine S150 00 
Metes & bounds__-- oe 
SISO 


Respectfully submitted. 


Kk. SABOURIN, 


Master in Chancery. 


New Orleans, 26th May, 1879. 
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Notice Attached. 
U.S. Cireuit Court for the Fifth Cireuit and District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK CEATNES ) 
Us. . No. 3665. 
P. H. MonssEavx et al. 


6276 To Henry Peter: 

You are hereby notified to appear before me, at my office, 
No. 14 Exchange Place, on the 19th day of May, 1879, at 12 o’clock 
m., there to protect your interest as a defendant in the above-enti- 
tled case, wherein testimony is to be taken in the matter of rents 
and revenues. : 

Master’s oftice, New Orleans, 16th May, 1879. 
KE. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 


Proceedings before FE. Sabourin, master in chancery, under order 
from the honorable circuit court of the United States for the fifth 
circuit and district of Louisiana, dated the 20th of June, 1878, in 
the suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux, No. 3665, as 
regards Henry Peter, claiming 2 lots, Nos. 7 & 5, in square No. 
56, bounded by Broad, Dorgenois, Toulouse, and Carondelet walk. 


New OrvEANS, 16th May, 1879. 
This case is fixed for hearing on the 19th inst., at 12 m. 
12 M., 197m May, 1879. 
This case, fixed for hearing this day, was called. Present: W. 
Reed Mills, solicitor for complainant. The defendant, after due and 
diligent search and inquiry, not having been found, and not making 
ain appearance, either in person or by attorney, this evidence is taken 
ex parte, at the request of the solicitor for the complainant. 
Complainant, through her solicitor, being asked, says that she 
does not know whether any tax has been paid on this property. 
Complainant, through her solicitor, offers the testimony of EK. A. 
Deslonde and J. M. Davis, taken in the cases of H. Larquie, F. M. 
Jacobs, and other defendants in the this suit, so far as regards 
6277 vacant and unimproved property; also the sale by public 
auction made by the city on the 10th March, 1837, copy 
whereof is now on file before the master, as also all the evidence 
offered in other cases of unimproved and vacant property filed be- 
fore the master. 


J. W. Davis, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, says: 
I have examined the property claimed by the defendant. It is va- 
cant and unimproved. I estimate the value for use of the same at 
five per cent. per annum net on its value. I have made my esti- 
mate for the reasons as set forth in my examination in the cases of 
F. M. Jacobs, Mrs. S. Magner, and others relative to unimproved 
lands in the Blane tract in the case of M. C. Gaines vs. P. H. Mons- 
seaux et al., No. 3663, U.S. cireuit court. 


J. M. DAVIS. 
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E. A. Destonpe, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, says: 


[ have heard read the testimony of Mr. Davis, and fully corroborate 
the same in every respect, and for the reasons given by myself in 
my testimony in the above-named cases relative to unimproved and 
vacant lands in the Blane traet. 


Iv. A. DESLONDE. 


Report of Master in Chancery as to Francois T. Bigot. Filed May 26th, 
1879. Marked XXI CU? in No. 8825, U. S. C. C, offered by Com- 
plainant 18th August, 1850. 


To the honorable the judges of the cireuit court of the United States, 
fifth cireuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines US, Bigot by an order of this honorable court of 

the 20th June, 1878, having examined the testimony on file, 

278 and from information obtained from the office of the register 

of conveyances of the parish of Orleans, and from tle testi- 

mony of witnesses cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has 
the honor to report as follows: 

That under the order of court above referred to he was required 
to ascertain the metes and bounds and to take an account of the 
yearly rents and profits or value for use accrued and accruing from 
the property, as set forth in said order, since the, same came into the 
possession of the defendant, the property being three lots of ground 
in square No, 52, bounded by Toulouse, St. Peter, Fourth, and lifth 
streets, numbered 7, 8, and 9, as per plan of E. Surgi, of 15th De- 
ecember, 1847, deposited in the office of A. Cheapella, notary publie, 
& known as lots No-. 16,17, & 18 on plan of J. A. Bergerol. Said 


lots measure each 31 ft. 5 in. & 6 lines front on Toulouse street by , 


100 ft. deep. Lot No. 16 forms the corner of Toulouse and Fifth 
strects. 

This property was acquired by the defendant by purchase from 
Eugene Dueatel, as per act passed before A. Ducatel, notary public, 
on the 25d January, 1850, and registered in the conveyance office, 
book 49, folio 294. 

This ground, situated in what is known as the Blane tract, has 
never been fenced in or improved, and has always been left vacant. 

lor the reasons more fully set forth in the master’s reports on un- 
improved and vacant property in the Blane tract, filed on the 19th 
November, 1877, llth May and 17th June, 1878, annexed to the case 
of H. Larquie, one of the defendants herein, there will be allowed in 
favor of complainant and against defendant a yearly rent or value 
for use at the rate of five per cent. per annum net, that is to say, 


clear from all taxes and charges whatsoever, to be computed on the , 


amount of seventy per cent. on the.prices which said lots 
6279 brought at the auction sale of March, 1837, process-verbal of 

which is in evidence he ‘rein, with interest at the rate of 5 per 
cent. per annum on said yearly rents, said allowance to begin from 
the date of the purchase of the property and to continue until the 
same is delivered to the complainant, the computation being here 
made until the 25d January. 1879. 
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Rent or Value for Use. 


Lots 16, 17, & 18, in square 52, sold in 1857 for_...---. $1,275 00 
| 70 per cent. of which would be the value of the property 
i BO i scsi dah it eshiesiesecerreoms mics: 


Rent at the rate of 5 per cent.on value would be $44.60 


per FOR BE GEE Ee Ie nec cccenteeenninn $1,293 40 
T Interest on Rents. 
’ tent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
$44 60 28 years. % G2 44 
44 60 27 ” GO 21 
44 60 26 “ 57 OS 
44 60 _— * . Do 7H 
44 60 es “ 53 52 
44 60 —_—: % « 51 29 
44 60 —. Pe. 49 06 
44 60 21 “ “ 46 83 
44 60 — « . 44 60 
44 60 —_ 68 ” 42 37 
44 60 . 40 14 
: 44 60 ee . 37 91 
44 60 —. -* . 35° 68 
ay 44 60 —.* « bo 45 
44 60 — * . 31 22 
44 60 _— . 28 OY 
44 60 an - 26 76 
44 60 11 . “ 24 53 
44 60 » * . 22 30 
44 60 {) ~ ™ 20 OFT 
44 60 _ = . 17 84 
44 60 —. * » 5 61 
44 60 _  * ” 15 38 
62580 44 60 .™ . 11 15 
44 60 ..* « S 92 
44 60 ie eg 6 69 
44 60 a. *- 2» oa 4 46 
44 60 ee 2 23 
> 44 60 
tent. $1,295 40 ae, 
| TE aiieiis ciecscnies etisweniecensnveinenlicine me ast $2198 78 
Recapitulation. 
et OR SIS lt i ieteticetenc cn ccnmimanaind $1,293 40 
Interest G0 GRMEO ..occcnces<- teen ioenatemseeiaiia aie 905 38 
I... cccncscinesceminniiaidiaiie iia $2,198 78 
, 3174 


og PUN Rt oncom gn ee — : 
a meena mccain. = etal tamer A lace et se ete a eee estan ean os 
- . - peenciammens 
; 
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Master’s costs: 


__. Eee ea 150 
Metes & bounds-_-_- 30) 
SISO 


Respectfully submitted. 
Ek. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 

New Orleans, 26th May, 1879. T 


Notice Atiached. 
U.S. Cireuit Court for the Fifth Cireuit and District of Loulsiana. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
rs -No. 5665. 


P. H. Monsseaux 


To Francois T. Bigot : 3 | 
You are hereby notified to appear before me, at my office, No. 14 
Exchange Place, on the 19th day of May, 1879, 12 o’clock m., there 
to protect your interest as a defendant in the above-entitled case, 
wherein testimony is to be taken in the matter of rents and reve- 
Hues. ; 
Master's office, New Orleans, 16th May, 1879. : i 
° , ’ . bad 
: i. SABOURIN, 


Master in Chancery. 


~_-_ 


Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master in chancery, under 
628] order from the honorable circuit court of the United States 
for the fifth cireuit and district of Louisiana, dated the 
20th of June, 1878, in the suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. ' 
Monsseaux, No. 3665, as regards Francois T. Bigot, one of the de- ‘ 
fendants, claiming 35 lots of ground, Nos. 7,8, & 9 (plan of E. | 
Surge), in square No. 2. bounded by ‘Toulouse, St. Peter, Fourth, 
and Fifth streets. | 
NEW ORLEANS, 16th May, ’79. 
This case is fixed for hearing on the 19th inst., at 12 m. 
12 M., 197m May, 1879. . 
This case, fixed for hearing this day, was called. Present: Wm. é 
Reed Mills, Esqr., solicitor for complainant.. | 
The defendant, after due and diligent search and inquiry, not 
having been found, and not making an appearance, either in person 
or by attorney, this evidence is taken ex parte, at the request of the 
solicitor of the complainant. } 
Complainant, through her solicitor, being asked, says: That she 
does not know whether any tax has been paid on this ' 
Complainant, through her solicitor, offers the testimony of FE. A, 
Deslonde and J. M. Davis, taken’in the cases of Hl. Larquie, F. M. 
Jacobs, & other defendants in this suit, so far as regards vacant and 
unimproved property ; also the sale at public auction made by the 


_—-_ 


, 
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city on the 10th March, 1837, copy whereof is now on file before the 
master, as also all the evidence in other cases of unimproved and 
vacant lands, and filed before the master. 


J. M. Davis, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, says: I 
have examined the property claimed by the defendant; it is vacant 
and unimproved. I estimate the value for use of the same 

6282 at 5 per cent. per annum net on its value. 

I have made my estimate for the same reasons as set forth in 
my examination in the cases of F. M. Jacobs, Mrs.8. Magner, and others, 
relative to unimproved lands in the Blane tract in the case of Myra 
Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux et al., No. 3663, U.S. C. court. 


J. WM. DAVIS. 


I. A. Destonpe, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, says: 
I have heard read the testimony of Mr. Davis,and fully corroborates 
the same, and for the reasons given by myself in my testimony in 
the above-named cases relative to unimproved and vacant lands in 
the Blane tract. 
E. A. DESLONDE. 


6283 Report of Master in Chancery asto Jean Pierre Sijfrent. Filed 
May 26th, 1879. Marked XXI C* in No. 8825, offered by 
Complainant Aug. 18, ’S0. 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States, 
fifth circuit and district of Louisiana : 


The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Siffrent, by an order of this honorable court 
of the 20th day of June, 1878, having examined the testimony on 
file, and from information obtained from the office of the register 
of conveyance- of the parish of Orleans, and from the testimony of 
witnesses cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has the honor 
to report as follows : 

That under the order of court above referred to he was required 
to take an account of the yearly rents and profits or value for use 
acerued and accruing from the property, and to ascertain its metes 
and bounds, the property being one lot of ground, No, 4, in square 
bounded by Second, Third, Toulouse, and St. Peter’s street-; said lot 
measures 50 feet 9 inches and 3 lines front on St. Peter street by a 
depth and front of 100 feet on Second street, act before A. Ducatel, 


‘notary, 18 June, 1851, registered in conveyance office, book 5, folio 


6. In this case defendant appeared before the master undersigned 
and presented verbally in his testimony taken in writing, and in 
that of Siffrent, his witness, his statement of account against com- 
plainant. The defendant is in possession, through himself and a 
late vendee, of lot No. 4, in square 49, as described above. The 
evidence discloses that improvements in buildings were placed on 
this property in 1872 or 1875, from which time until February, 1878, 
it was occupied by defendant and his family, and since then until 
now by a Mrs. Hoffman, his vendee, there being a vegetable garden 
for family use. The original cost of the improvements was $215; 
* 
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and as the whole ground and buildings were sold in February, 1878, 
for $175, the master will assume, in the absence of testimony, 
$150 as being the average value of the improvements since the day 
of their construction. The evidence shows the average rental 

value to be, since erection of buildings, say, Ist January, 
6254 1875, until now, $4 per month, and 5% per cent. net per year 

on the value of the ground from 18th June, 1851, until 31st 
December, 1872, period during which the same remained vacant 
and unimproved. The taxes, city and State, from 1852, both years 
inclusively, have been paid by defendant and are allowed in his 
favor. Complainant is therefore allowed against defendant, as the 
value tor use of said lot No. 4 from 18 June, L851, to 31st Decem- 
ber, 1872, 5 per cent. per annum net on 70 per cent. of the value of 
said property, as evidenced by the sale at public auction made by 
the City of New Orleans in March, 1837, as evidenced by copy of 
proces-verbal of said public sale filed before the master, and from Ist 
January, 1875, until the present time a rental value of $4 per month, 
with 5 per cent. interest on the total amount of each year’s value 
for use or rent until final judgment, the defendant to be allowed in 
deduction of the above 5 per cent. interest on $150, average value of 
the improvements since the Ist January, 1873, until now, and 
$119.82, arnount of taxes, State, city, and drainage, paid by him, 
with 5 per cent. interest thereon from the date of the respective 
payments thereof. In this case complainant elects to take the im- 


provements at their value as set forth, namely, $150, which amount — 


is to be allowed in favor of the defendant. 


Rent or Value for Use. 


Lot No. 4 in square No. 49 sold in 1857 for... ---~---- $475 O00 
70% of which would be the value of the property in 
Se aes acres aan cee cae repent ik acacia RE aU en ea 3382-50 


Rentat the rate of 5% on value would be $16.60 per 
I I TA TE I nasi cr sec cnicinlcciniints ea iene $348 60 


Interest on Rents. 


Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
$16 60 27 years. 5% 22 41 
16 60 s * 21 58 
16 60 —_ “ 20 7d 
16 60 a = 19 Ov 
16 60 — ™ 19 OO 
16 60 , a = IS 26 
16 60 — * - 17 4 
G285 16 60 — = oie 16 60 
16 6O » i9. “ 6 15 77 
16 60 6 6 “ 14 94 
16 60° + ie . l4 ll 
16 60 i 13 28 
16 60 56 * " 12 45 
16 60 tng a 11 62 


¢-— — 


THE CITY OF 


16 60 
16 60 
16 6O 
16 60 
16 60 
16 60 
16 60 


Rent .... 348 60 
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lee “ {) O05 
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i " S 350 
kes 7 747 
a 6 6 64 
| ee te 5 SI 


Saree ee er 


POL) 


HOG] 


ol 
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Rent from the Ist January, 1873, to the Ist June, 1879, 
GA. youn, © GOP OF YORE «2.0.00 ceieneesca eee 


Rent. 
S48 00 
1S OO 
48 00 
48 00 
48 OO 
4S 00 
20 OO 


Rent --._. 308 00 


S644 


{)] 


S30S O00 
Interest on Rents. 

Time. Rate. Interest. 
os yrs. oh S13 20 
43 - sas 10 SO 
os - - S 40 
— « i OO 
? “ > Of 
} éé és ] “() 

OS TO 43 20 

SSol 20 


i sistetay con tetas eet eee a 


State and City Tuxes and Interest. 


Year State tax. City tax. Total. Time. Rate. 
aetna 27 1) Lig BWym 54 
een eager S 3 SH 1 50 2 35 2 ‘ 
ae A yee ed (4 7 = * ae 
Teen ny eee GU GO a> & « 6 
a HS A, OF 60 1 50 ? 10 9 66 
saialidleiihiiliaadiaeit GO L 50 210 2 * o 
Scene sen 75 1 50 2 2 Ww § ‘ 
ileiailileeiaiaataal SU 1 40 2 20 3 ° ‘ 

. ee 1 40 2 O5 7. * ‘ 

, . ee 1 OO 2? Dd 6 ¢ é‘ 

, ee 1 0O 9 Bd i * . 
tarialmguadile 1 5d 1 00 2 30 a * ' 
PEN on NOs Se L 65 70 ? 40 - 4 06 
I ee. ee 1 65 1 50 3 10 12 ™ 
Pa eatin ire D oO 1 50 7 O05  * a 
isiniditsehdtindadaiai 5D Do L 50 7 OD lO “ 66 
sina les iliac 5 55 1 50 7 05 () “ 
iisidanlidipialiniiials 5 dO 3 OO S 00 g « ‘ 
sil lalla lclils oO OO 415 GS i ‘ 

5 DO Y OO 14 55 G a“ 
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CT teiaivin: ieasacsiilike 2 70 2 50 5 20 . * " 1 30 
cis aii menial 4 30 2 D0 6 SO Tage - 1 37 
I adlédliiceucd 4 35 f 50 S So » ” - 1 52 
a alate hiaies 4 35 4 50 S 8) . ss SS 
Drainage ------ war 6 20 ‘hm .w* . 3 10 
62 SO ot O2 119 82 Ob 25 
Bd clase dicccstininssinan a ie ian eels celal aida idamiaciian aan 119 82 
SE Wiicctuistiih cinscniiie <i ainin silica seaiiedalidhaiecein shislpitindiiinhiaraliaiiaae OO 25 
EE ics iteleirce icc diteeesishetgptetnse-siahcumiswisitsteninins iicaredtaaipi louie: i ae 
Interest on Improvements. 
The value of the improvements being $150.00, interest on 
same from January, 1875, to 1 June, 1879, 6,5, years, (a 
a Ne isaicncisidinne Shree eis becngen hewin ane seesincan bictisesiaiinilianalledio 48 10 
‘ Recapitulation. 
Rent and interest unimproved —...........--.... 644 91 
ee ” RI inset ssctncs:isesmeae incshciatianlelniasiaas dol 20 
i sssseciiie wlacuaaseiladin a 996 11 
Less— 
nN cininines seein nsensecinnincriegeh sesebintasatinsliinii 176 07 


EE OE TITUS oie in cr cenncinnn” GE ae 


On iu minctn i 0 ee 


From which is to be deducted the balance of the improve- 


LAE AREA SES LO RRM HAO Se ORTON 150 
Leaving balance due complainant ..---. .-------- — «621 
Master’s costs: 

SII G sui ss sieshccentemiinaharnonenian $100 
Metes and bounds___--~~- 30 
$130 

Respectfully submitted. 

(Signed) Ek. SABOURIN, 


| Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 26th May, 1879. 
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6287 Testimony for Complainant and Defendant Referred & Annexed 
to Leport. 


. 


Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master in chancery, under order from 
the honorable cireuit court of the United States for the fifth cireuit 
and district of Louisiana, dated the 20th of June, 1S78, in the 
suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux ef a/., No. 3665, 
as regards Jean Pierre Seffrent, one of the defendants, claiming 
one lot of ground, numbered 4 in square 49, bounded by Second, 
Third, Toulouse, and St. Peter streets. 


New Or eans, 16 May, 1879. 
This case fixed for hearing on the 19 inst. at 12 m. 


12 M., 19 May, ‘79. 

The case fixed for hearing this day was called. 

Present: W. Reed Mills, solicitor for complainant, and the defend- 
ant in person. 

Defendant, JEAN Prerne SEFFRENT, being sworn: 

[ purchased this property, as per act before A. Ducatel, 18 June, 
1851, for $200 cash, from Mary Walker, F.C. LL. T was in possession 
of the property since that time. until January, 1875, when he sold 
to the present occupant, Mrs. Hoffman, for $175, $105 of which went 
for back taxes, and $70 in eash. The lot was vacant and unim- 
proved when I purchased. [builtin 1872 or 1873 a house or shanty 
upon the lot containing 2 rooms, and a small stable, and I lived 
myself in it from that time until January, last year, when I sold it. 
Before building upon it I formed it in and put my horse to graze 
there in the summer. The shanty cost me SLSO, beside carpenter 
$35; total $215. I could not have found any one to rent the house. 
[ wouldn’t have given fo $2.00 per month myself for it. [was obliged 
to live there, because I had my family of 6 children and could not do 
better. I did not pay my taxes, except $1.05, which was paid by 
Mrs. Hoffman. I did pay my taxes ‘up to the time it was built. and 
will produce my receipts to-morrow, at least those | have in hand. 


(Signed) JEAN PIERRE SIFFRENT. 
6288 J. W. Davis, sworn on behalf of complainant: 


I have heard the testimony of the defendant, and contribute it as 
to the cost of the improvements. I — asa fair average of rentat S4 
per month since the improvements were made, and while the property 
was unimproved and vacant I estimate the value for use at 5 per 
cent. net per year on its value for revenues given In my testimony 
in the cases of Jacobs, Mrs. Magner, and other defendants in this 
Case. 


(Signed) J. WM. DAVIS. 


Mrs. BARBARA HorrMan, widow bv first marriage of Gaspard Pe- 
terman, by second marriage of John Muller or Miller, and now the 
wife of Alex. Hart, said Alexander Hart being now present with 
his wife. Mrs. Hunt, usually called Hoffman, is now the owner and 
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occupant since 5 Feb’y, 1875, by purchase from Jean Pierre Siffrent, 
by act before KE. A. Peyraux, being duly sworn, says: 

Since my purchase I have used $60 or -70 for lumber in repair- 
ing, as per 5 bills here filed, and the carpenter was paid $18 for two 
weeks’ work. I also put 100 loads of filling, at 50c. per load, 
about 6 months ago. I live in the house since my purchase. We 
have a vegetable garden for own use. I would consider the rent 
worth to me $3 or -4 per month. State tax of 1877 and 78 am not 
paid. 


(Signed) | BARBARA HOFFMAN. 


Alexander Hunt, husband of witness, Mrs. Hoffman, being pres- 
ent, corroborates the testimony given. 


his 
(Signed) ALEXANDER x HUNT. 
mark, 


(Signed) Ek. SABOURIN. 


I. A. Destonpg, being sworn on behalf of complainant, corrobo- 
rates the testimony given by the previous witness. Rental value, 
while improved, $3 or 4 per month, while unimproved, at 5 per cent. 
net per year on its value asa yearly rental or value for use for the 
reasons given in my previous testimony in the cases of Mrs. F. M. 
Jacobs, Mrs. S. Magner, and other- 1n this suit. 

(Signed) KE. A. DESLONDE. 


6289 Report of Master in Chancery as to Widow F. J. J. Renoy. Filed 
May 26th, 1879. Marked XXI C?® in No. 8825, offered by 
Complainant August Sth, 1880. 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the U nited States’ 
fifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Renoy by an order of this honorable court 
of the 20th June, 1878, having examined the testimony on file, and 
from information obt ined from the office of the register of convey- 
ance for the parish of Orleans and from the testimony of witnesses 
cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has the honor to report 
as ‘Toll: WS: 

That under the order of court above referred to he was required 
to ascertain the metes and bounds and take an account of the yearly 
rents and profits acerued and accruing from the property as set forth 
in said order since the same came into the possession of the defend- 
ant, the property being four lots of ground, Nos. 11, 12, 17, & 18, in 
square No, 62, bounded by Rendon, Lopez;and Toulouse streets, and 
Carondelet walk, said lot- measure as follows: 

Nos. 11 & 12, each 30 ft. 9 in. and 4 lines front on Toulouse street 
by 100 feet deep; Nos. 17 & 18, each 30 ft. 10 in. and 5 lines front 
on Carondelet’ walk by 100 feet deep. This property was acquired 
by the defendant by purchase from the succession of G. W. Rei- 
necke, as per act passed before O. Drouet, notary public, on the 17th 
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May, 1852, registered in conveyance office, book 57, folio 78. This 
ground, situated in what is known as the Blane tract, has never been 
fenced in or improved, and has always been left vacant. 
lor the reasons more fully set forth in the master’s reports on un- 
improved and vacant property in the Blane tract, filed on the 19th 
November, 1877, 11th May and 17 June, 1878, annexed to the case 
of IL. Larquie, one of the defendants herein, there will be allowed 
in favor of complainant and against defendant a yearly rent or 
6200 value for use at the rate of five per cent. per annum net, that 
is to say, clear from all taxes and charges whatsoever, to be 
computed on the amount of seventy per cent. on the price which said 
lots brought at the auction sale of March, 1837, procés-verbal of 
which is in evidence herein, with interest at the rate of 5 per cent. 
per annum on said yearly rents, said allowance to begin from the 
date of the purchase of the property and to continue until the same 
is delivered to the complainant, the computation being here made 
until the 17th May, 1879. 


Rent or Value For Use. 


4 lots, Nos. 11,12, 17, & 18, in square No. 62, sold in 1837 


I scenes einstein oe asinine dencipentipennn sis asta 1,800 00 
70 per cent. of which would be the value of the property 
5 TOE, OIF ic cen cae waves «+ «neuen 1,260 00 


Rent at the rate of 5 per cent. on value would be $63.00 
per year, and fer 3/7 years... ..nctsweheneeenen 1,701 00 


Interest on Rents. 


Rent. Time. tute. Interest. 
63 00 26 years. D% SSL 90 
63 OO — = ” 78 Go 
63 OO — xs 75 60 
63 OO — Pe. 72 45 
63 00 — . 69 30 
63 OO es “ ~ 66 15 
63 00 9 os 63 00 
635 OO a * “ 59 SD 
635 OO —_— = - oo 70 
63 00 - “ 53 55 
63 OO — ” D0 40 
63 00 » * " 47 25 
63 00 —.* ” 44 10 
65 00 _— ~ vs 40 95. 
65 OO a " oi SU 
63 OO 1] se “ S4 65 
63 O00 m * re. 31 50 
63 O00 9 « a 9S 35 
63 O00 ae 71, 20 
63 OO eT “ 22 OD 
63 OO 6 * " 1S 90 
6291 63 OO ».* ° 15 75 
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63 OO | ” 4“: 12 60 
63 OO re. - 45 
63 OO = os alate 4, OO 
63 00 . ' 3 15 
65 OO 
Rent. $1,701 00 EME OE L105 65 
TUE ecliscisdacibcbionein sini ina gti lit i aga ail .-- $2,806 6d 
Recapitulation. 
I Sie I TP NO closes teicraiiiesiialninietslaieilt ices acids neces: 
Interest on same... ..-. scalpaieshh th duh psiuhaines ahha daiiacactaeiadaids a 1,105 65 
Total due complainant-__- -------- iluielesieaaleagla $2,805 65 
Master’s costs: 
OY idicdi site tetinteeniai cen .-_ $150 
Metés and bounds ._---- 30 
SISO 


tespectfully submitted. 
(Signed) Kk. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 26 May, 1879. 


Testimony for Complainant Referred and Annexed to Report. 


Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master in chancery, under order 
from the honorable cireuit court of the United States for the fifth 
eircuit and district of Louisiana, dated the 20th of June, 1875, 
in the suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux et al., No. 
3665, as regards Widow J. J. Renoy, one of the defendants, claim- 
ing 4 lots of ground, No-. 11 & 12, 18, & 19, in the square No. 62, 
bounded by Rendon, Toulouse, Lopez, and Carondelet walk. 

New Orveans, 16 May, 79. 
This case is fixed for hearing on the 19 inst., at 12 m. 
12 M., 19 May, ’79. 


This ease, fixed for hearing this day, was called. Present: W. Reed 


Mills, solicitor for complainant. The defendant, after due and dili- 
gent search and inquiry, not having been found, and not making 
an appearance, either in person or by attorney, this evidence is taken 
ex parte, at the request of the solicitor for the complainant. Com- 
plainant, through her solicitor, being asked, says that she does not 

know whether any tax has been paid on this property. Com- 
6292 plainant, through her solicitor, offers the testimony of EK. A. 

Deslonde and J. W. Davis, taken in the cases of H. Larquie, 
I’. M. Jacobs, and others, defendants in this suit, so far as regards 
vacant and unimproved property; also the sale at public auction 
made by the city on the 10th March, 1837, copy whereof is now on 
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file before the.master, as also all the evidence offered in other cases 
of unimproved and vacant property filed before the master. 


J. W. Davis, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, says: I 
have examined the property claimed by the defendant; it is vacant 
and unimproved. I estimate the value for use of the same at five 
per cent. per anuum net on its value. I have made my estimate 
for the reason as set forth in my examination in the cases of IF. M. 
Jacobs, Mrs. S. Magner, and others relative to unimproved lands in 
the ‘Blane tract in the case of M. C. Gaines vs. P. Hl. Monsseaux ef 
als., No. 3663, U.S. circuit court. 

(Signed) J. WM. DAVIS. 


KE. A. Destonpe, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, says: 
I have heard read the testimony of Mr. Davis, and fully corroborate 
the same in every respect, and for the reasons given by myself in 
my testimony in the above-named cases relative to unimproved and 
vacant lands in the Blane tract. . 
(Signed) ki. A. DESLONDE. 


Notice of Trial Annexed to Testimony. 
U.S. Cireuit Court for the Fifth Cireuit and Distriet of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. . No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux ef al. j 


To Widow J. J. Rénoy: 

You are hereby notified to appear before me, at my office, No. 14 
Exchange Place, on the 19th day of May, 1879, at 12 o’clock m., 
there to protect your interest as a defendant in the above-entitled 
case, wherein testimony is to be taken in the matter of rents and 
revenues, 

Master’s office, New Orleans, 16 May, 1879. 
6293 (Signed) } » SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 


— 
a 


Report of Master in Chancery as to Francoise Roumieu. Filed May 
26th, 1879. Marked XXI C* in No. 8825, offered by Complainant 
August 18, 1880. 


To the honorable the judges of the cireuit court of the United States, 
fifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Roumicu, by an order of this honorable 
court of the 10th day of April, 1878, having examined the testi- 
mony on file, and from information obtained from the office of the 
register of conveyance- of the parish of Orleans, and from the testi- 
mony of witnesses cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has 
the honor to report as follows: 

That under the order of court above referred to he was required 
to ascertain the metes and bounds and to take an account of the 
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yearly rents and profits or value for use accrued and aecruing from 
the property as set forth in said order since the same came into the 
possession of the defendant, the property being: Ist. Three lots of 
ground, Nos. 4, 5, & 6, in square No. 48, bounded by Hagan avenue, 
T oulouse, Rendon, and St. Peters streets. Said lot- measures each 
30 ft. in. and 3 lines front on St. Peters street by 100 feet deep. 
Lot No. 4 forms the corner of St. Peters and Hagan avenue. 2nd. 
One lot of ground, No. 5, in square No. 49, bounded by Rendon, 
Lopez, Toulouse, and St. Peters streets, and measures 50 ft. 9 — and 
3 lines front on St. Peter street by 100 feet deep, between parallel 
lines. This property was acquired by the defendant by purchase 
from B. de Santos, as per act passed before Mandeville Marigny, 
sheriff of the parish of Orleans, on the 11th day of June, 1855, ‘and 
régistered in conveyance office, book 17, folio 262 

The ground — situated in what is known as the Blane tract; has 
never been fenced in or improved, and has always been left 

racant. | 7 
6294 Kor the reasons more fully set forth in the master’s reports 
on unimproved and yacant property in the Blane tract, filed 

on the 19th November, 1877, 11 May & 17th June, 1878, annexed 
to the case of I. Larquie, one of the defendants herein, there will be 
wllowed in favor of complainant and against de fendant a yearly rent 
or \ a for useat the rate of five per cent. per annuin net, that is to say, 
clear from all taxes and charges whatsoever, to be computed on the 
amount of seventy per cent. on the prices which said lots brought at 
the auction sale of March, 1857, J patie of which is in evidence 
herewith, interest at the rate of » per. cent. per annum on said 
yearly rents, said allowance to begin from date of the purchase of 
the property, and to continue until the same is delivered to com- 
plainant, the computation being here made until the 11th day of 
June, 1879. 


Rent or Value for Use. 


Lots 4, 5, & 6, in square 48, sold in 1837 for. ~~~ ------ $1,425 00 
Lot No. 5, in square 49, sold in 1837 for ......---.---. 475 00 
OE es snceeticesan ain eck abbletnieaialana eid apie alseceat ieee ead 1,900 00 

(0% of which would be the value of the property in 1855. 
BE ocenincnsin ct toiinses ek toetinnnduiinleeansiataimmannkiahdndniaiate tieha meant 1,330 00 


Rent at the rate of 5% on value would be $66.50 p’r year; 
BP DS FONG nn ccns smniineniirn aetna $1,596 00 


Interest on Rents. 


Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
66 50 23 years. a % 7) 90 
66 50 A Hg 72 60 
66 50 ne ts 69 30 
66 50 . og * 66 00 
G6 50 6. « o 62 70 


66 50 = . oY 40 
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66 50 — a 56 10 
66 50 —.* ” »2 SO 
66 50 —_— = - 49 50 
66 50 14 “ - 4iy YO 
66 oO a = ™ 42 
66 50 12 ” “ 30 OO 
66 50 ll a ” ob 30 
66 50 10 ” as oo OO 
66 50 » © “ 29 70) 
6295 66 50 ES . 26, 40 
66 50 7 ” ™ = 36 
66 50 (} - ™ 10 SO 
66 50 i “ "16 5O 
66 50 ee " 13 YO 
665 50 > - ” OW) 
66 50 _ = oe 6G 6O 
66 50 l - “ So ov 
G6 50 
Rent ~~ $1,596 00 NE ween Anneke eee 910 SO 
ee iccenetitaikninannies PE RE Ede EES ES $2506 SO 
Recapitulation. 
Mant 66 Wanes TP C00. o nncsic cows conn cose eeeee eee 
8, a nna eT TT 910 SO 
Toten Gae Geman... ....cciscsnice 2.506 80 
Master’s costs: 
Report AEE Ee Ae $150 
Metes and bounds_._ ~~~ -—~_- . 30 
$180 


Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) EK. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 26th May, 1879. 


Testimony for Complainant, Referred & Annexed to Report. 


Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master in chancery, under order 
from the honorable circuit court of the United States for the fifth 
circuit and district of Louisiana of 10 April, 1878, in the suit of 
Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. I. Monsseaux et als., No. 5663, as regards 
Francoise Roumieu, one of the defendants, claiming three lots of 
ground, Nos. 4, 5, & 6, in square No. 48, bounded by Hagan ave- 
nue, Rendon, Toulouse,and St. Peters streets, and one lot of ground, 
No. 5, in the square No. 49, bounded by Rendon, Lopez, Toulouse, 
and St. Peters streets. 

am | 


NeW OrvEANs, 16 May, ’79. 
This case is fixed for hearing on the 19 inst., at 12 m. 
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12 M., 197TH May, 1879. 

This case, fixed for hearing this day, was called. 

Present: W. Reed Mills, Esq., solicitor for complainant. 

The defendant, after due and diligent search and inquiry, not 
having been found, and not making an appearance either in person 
or by attorney, this evidence is taken ex parte at the request of the 

solicitor of the complainant. 
6296 Complainant, through her solicitor, offers the testimony of 

FE. A. Deslonde and J. W. Davis, taken in the cases of H. Lar- 
quie, F. M. Jacobs, and others, defendants in this suit, so far as re- 
gards vacant and unimproved property; also the sale at publie 
auction made by the city on the LOth M: rch, 1837; copy whereof is 
now on file before the master, as also all the ev ridence offered in other 
‘ases of unimproved and vacant land filed before the master. 


J. W. Davis, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, says: I 
have examined the property claimed by the defendant; it is vacant 
and unimproved. I estimate the value for use of the same at five 
per cent. per annum net on its value. I have made my estimate 
for the same reasons as set forth in my examination in the cases of 
I’. M. Jacobs, Mrs. S. M: agner, and others relative to unimproved 
lands in the Blane tract in the case of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. 
Monsseaux ef al., No. 3663, U.S. circuit court. 


(Signed) - J. WM. DAVIS. 


IX. A. Destonpe, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, says: 
I have heard read the testimony of Mr. Davis, and fully corroborate 
the same in every respect, and for the reasons given by myself in 
my testimony in the above-named cases relative to urimproved and 
racant lands in the Blane tract. 


(Signed) Kk. A. DESLONDE. 
Notice of Trial Annexed to the Testimony. 
U.S. Cireuit Court for the Fifth Cireuit and District of Loutsiana. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
v8. . No. 3663. 
P. TH. Monsseaunx ef al. J 
To Francois Roumieu: 

You are hereby notified to appear before me at my office, No. 14 
Exchange Place, on the 19th day of May, 1879, at 12 o'clock m., 
there to ‘protect your interest as a defendant in the above. entitled 
case, wherein testimony is to be taken in the matter of rents and 
revenues. 

Master’s office, New Orleans, 16 May, 1879. 
G§297 (Signet) .£. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
Return. 

Received 16 May,1879. After due and diligent search and inquiry 
I have been unable to find the defendant. 

19th May, ‘79. 

(Signed) T. H. HIGINBOTHAM. 
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Rey vt of Master in Chancery as to F. Bonseigneur. Filed May 26th, 
S79. Marked X.XI C? in No. 8525, offered by Complainant August 
18th, 1880. 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States, 
fifth circuit, and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Bonseigneur by an order of this honorable 
court of the 20th June, 1878, having examined the testimony on 
file, and from information obtained from the office of the register 
of conveyances, and from the testimony of witnesses is cognizant of 
the facts connected therewith, has the honor to report as follows: 

That under the order of court above referred to he was re- 
quired to ascertain the metes and bounds and to take an account of 
the yearly rents and profits or value for use accrued and accruing 
from the property as set forth in said order sinee the same came 
into the possession of the defendant, the property being two lots 
of ground, Nos. 26 & 27, in square No. 20, bounded by St. Ann, 
Dumaine, Dorgenois, and Broad streets, as per plan of D’Hemecourt, 
dated 22 February, 1848. Said lots measures: Lot 26, 31 ft. 4 in. 
front on Dorgenois street by 187 ft. 10 inches and 4 lines deep; lot 
27, dL ft. 5 in. and 4 lines front on Dorgenois St. by 187 ft. 10 in. 
and 4 lines deep. This property was acquired by the defendant by 
purchase from Bernard de Santos, as per act passed before A. Du- 
catel, notary public, on the 6th day of November, 1548, and regis- 
tered in the conveyance office, book 57, folio 376. This ground, 
situated in what is known as the Blane tract, has never been fenced 

in or improved; has always been left vacant. 
6298 For the reasons more fully set forth in the master’s reports 

on unimproved and vacant property in the Blane tract, filed 
on the 19th November, 1877, 11 May, and 17 June, 1878, annexed to 
the case of H. Larquie, one of the defendants herein, there will be 
illowed in favor of complainant and against the defendant a vearly 
rent or value for use at the rate of five per cent. per annum net, 
that is to say, clear from all taxes and charges whatsoever, to be 
computed on the amount of seventy per cent. on the prices which 
said lots brought at the auction sale of March, 1837, process-verbal of 
which is in evidence herein, with interest at the rate of 5 per cent. 
per annum on said yearly rents, said allowance to begin from the 
date of the purchase of the property, and to continue until same is 
delivered to complainant, the computation being here made until 
the 6th day of May, 1879. No taxes paid are to be allowed defend- 
ant, in accordance until the opinion of the master granting five 
per cent. net on the value of the property estimated as aforesaid, as 
the annual rent or value for use. 


Rent or Value for Use. 


Lots 26 & 27 in square 20 sold in 1837 for -.---.------ $1,200 00 
70 per cent. of which would be the value of the property 
SOR TR nics eeeteni pin «ee women eel aaa ae S40. 00 


Rent at the rate of 5 per cent. on value would be $42.00, 
on Get SE Pi dines ccccncncnemsegiiis $1,281 00 
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Interest on Rents. 
Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
42 00 293 y’rs. oh. G1 95 
42 00 281° « : 59 85 
42 00 271 « z 57 75 
42 00 261 « “ B5 65 
42 OO 204 “ se 53 55 
42 OU 244 “ . 51 45 7 
42 00 2334“ . 49 35 
42 00 —* . 47 25 
42 00 73, “ 5 15 
42. 00 201 « “ 43 05 
6299 42 00 191 « 40 95 
42 0 1s “ “ 88 85 
42 00 “s . 36 75 
42 00 161 « . 34 65 
42 00 mS . o2 5d 
42 00 — . 30 45 
. 42 00 133 “ 28 30 
42 00 — ° 26 25 
42 00 114 “ - 24 15 
42. 00 — = ° 22 05 
42 00 ee , 19 95 
42 00 as " 17 85 “~~ 
42 00 eg ¥ 15 75 
42 00 Gi « A 13 65 
42 OO _— " 11 55 
42 00 44 « “ Q 45 
42 00 _— 7 35 
42 00 _— = . h 25 
42 00 .* 3.15 
42. 00 en, . 1 05 
21 00 | : 
Rent-_- $1,281 00 IE os eccicisicntnitnin $935 00 
| SERENE NOTE Meceat keane eate MOM rena Meh AEE 9 PR | $2,216 00 
Recapitulation. 
i I I «ss siesisiitenibinncesin tine naw ind abaaie $1,281 00 


ee I asa insrienshniencnreniecicsesndescensceapidimadialiahasiad Tabbeeaaall 935 65 
Zotal due complainant —...... ....«.=- insti $2,216 00 
Master’s costs: | | 
Sd icntimsicsishinssarieciconsanimnansenp $150 


Metes and bounds - __- side 30 


$180 
Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) KE. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 


New Orleans, 26th May, 1879, 
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Testimony for Complain-t Referred and Annexed to Report. 


Proceedings before EK. Sabourin, master in chancery, under order 
from the honorable cireuit court of the United States for the fifth 
circuit and district of Louisiana, dated the 20th of June, 1878, in 

the suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux et als., No. 

6300 3663, as regards lillette Bomseigneur, one of the defendants, 

claiming 2 lots of ground, Nos. 26 & 27, in square No. 20, 
bounded by St. Ann, Dumaine, Dorgenois, and Broad streets, as 
per plan of A. D’Hemecourt, dated 22nd February, 1848. 


New Orveans, 16 May, ’79. 
This case is fixed for hearing on the 19 inst., at 12 m. 


12 M., 197TH May, ’79. 

This case, fixed for hearing this day, was ealled. Present: W. Reed 
Mills, Esq., solicitor for compl Linant. 

The defendant, after due and diligent search and inquiry, not 
having been found, and not making an appearance, either in person 
or by attorney, this evidence is taken ex parte at the request of the 
solicitor for the complainant. Complainant, through her solicitor, 
being asked, says that she does not know whether any tax has been 
paid on this property. 

Complainant, through her solicitor, offers the testimony of FE. IL. 
Deslonde and J. W. Davis, taken in the cases of H. Larquie, F. M. 
Jacobs, and others, defendants in this suit, so far as regards vacant 
and unimproved property; also, the sale at public auction made by 
the city on the 10th March, 1837, copy whereof is now on file be- 
fore the master, as also all the evidence offered in other cases of un- 
improved, and filed before the master. 


J. W. Davis, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, says: 
[ have examined the property claimed by the defendant; it is vacant 
and unimproved. I estimate the value for use of the same at five 
per cent. per annum net on its value.‘ I have made my estimate for 
the same reasons as set forth in my examination in the eases of F. 
M. Jacobs, Mrs. 8. Magner, and others, relative to unimproved lands 
in the Blane tract, in the case of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. IL. Mons- 
seaux et al., No. 3663, U.S. circuit court. 


(Signed) J. WM. DAVIS. 


IY. A. Destonpe, being duly sworn on behalf of complain- 

6301 ant,says: I have heard read the testimony of Mr. Davis, and 

fully corroborate the same in every respect, and for the rea- 

sons given by myself in my testimony in the above-named cases 
relative to unimproved and vacant lands in the Blane traet. 


(Signed) E. A. DESLONDE. 


318G 
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Notice of Trial Annexed to Testimony. 

U.S. Cireuit Court for the Fifth Circuit and District of Louisiana. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 


vs. . No. 3663 
P. LH. Monsseaun et al. 


To Fillette Bonseigneur: 

You are hereby notified to appear before me at iny office, No. 4 
Exchange Place, on the 19th day of May, 1879, at 12 o’clock m., 
there to protect your interest as a defendant in the above-entitled 
case, Wherein testimony is to be taken in the matter of rents and 


revenues. : 
Master’s Office, New Orleans, 16 May, 1879. 
(Signed) . i. SABOURIN 


Master in Chancery. 
Ieturn. 


Received 16 May, 1879. After due and diligent seareh and = in- 
quiry | have been unable to find the defendant. 


19 May, 1879. 
(Signed) T. LH. HIGINBOTHAM. 


Report of Master in Chancery as to A. M. Agaleto Filed May 26th, 
IS79. Marked X XI CU? in No. 8825, offered by Complainant Au- 
gust 18,50. 

To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States, 
fifth circuit and district of Louisiana : 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Agalesto by an order of this honorable court 
of the 20th June, 1878, having examined the testimony, on file and 
from information obtained from the office of the register of convey- 
ance, and from the testimony of witnesses cognizant of the facts con- 
nected therewith, he has the honor to report as follows : 

That under the order of court above referred to he was required 


to ascertain the metes and bounds and to take an account of 


6302 the yearly rents and profits or value for use accrued or ac- 

cruing from the property as set forth in said order since the 
same came into the possession of the defendant, the property being 
two lots of ground, No-. 5 & 6, in square No. 39, bounded by Orleans, 
St. Peter, Broad, and White streets, and measure each 30 ft. 8 in. and 
4 lines front on Orleans street, 30 ft. 9 in. and 5 lines front on. St. 
Peters street by a depth of 114 ft. 1 in. and 2 lines, running from 
said Orleans street to St. Peters street. This property was acquired 
by the defendant by purchase as per act passed before Joseph Cohn, 
notary public, on the 26th July, 1862. Registered in the econvey- 
ance oftice, book 57, folio 495. This ground, situated in what is 
known as the Blanc tract, has'never been fenced in or improved, and 
has always been left vacant. 


ES AE ne 


A A ED EE 
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For the reasons more fully set forth in the master’s reports on un- 
improved and vacant property in the Blane traet, filed on the 19th 
November, 1877, 11th May and 14th June, 1878, annexed to the 
‘ase of H. Larquie, one of the defendants herein, there will be allowed 
in favor of complainant and against defendant a yearly rent or value 
for use at the rate of five per cent. per annum net; that Is to say, 
clear from all taxes and charges whatsoever, to be computed on the 
amount of seventy per cent. on the prices which said lots brought 
at the aaction sale of March, 1837, proces-verbal of which is in evi- 
dence herein, with 5 per cent. per annum on said yearly rents, said 
allowance to begin from the date of the purchase of the property 
and to continue until the same is delivered to complainant, the com- 
putation being here made until the 26th May, 1879. 


Rent or Value for Use. 


Lots Nos. 5 & 6, in square 39, sold in 1857 for-.------ $1,200 00 
70% of which would be the value of the property in 1862- S40 00 
Rent at the rate of 5% on value would be $42.00 per 
YORE, 000 Tat GET FONG cc me oncnsisinncinninne wine S707 00 
6303 Interest on Rents. 
tent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
42 OO 16 years. d% 30 60 
42 OU — 31 50 
42 OO 14 - as 29 40 
42 OO 13 ™ ” 27 30 
42. OU _— = sy 25 20 
42 00 a. “ 23 10 
42 OO — * « 21 00 
42 OO S.* “ 1S 90 
42 OU - s 16 SO 
42. OU Py Maries . 14 70 
42 OO 5 * “ 12 60 
42. 00 » = “ 10 40 
42 OO & . 8 40 
42 OO — “ 6 30 
42 OO 2 ws . 4 20 
42 OO | ” up 2 10 
30 OO 
Rent__. $707 00 I ia i ccilictningitnacin $285 60 
Total due complainant —..-. ~- sisinsinil dictiataaldeieagailas .. ‘$992 60 
a 
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Master’s costs: 


I sinisihinsishitapicpeieeniiiek i -iiit $100 
Metes and bounds_._-----~-- 30 
S130 : 


Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) E. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 26th May, 187%. 


Testimony for Complainant Referred & Annexed to Report. 


Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master in chancery, under order 
from the honorable circuit court of the United States for the fifth 
circuit and district of Louisiana, dated the 20th of June, 1878, 
in the suit of Mvra Clark Gaines vs. P. HL. Monsseaux et al., 
No. 5663, as regards Alex. M. Agalesto, one of the defendants, 
claiming two lots of ground, No-. 59 & 6,in square No. 59, bounded 
by Orleans, St. Peter, Broad, and White streets. 

New Or.eans, 16 May, 7%. 

This case is fixed for hearing on the 19th inst., at 12 m. 

12 M., 197m May, 1879. 

6304 This case, fixed for hearing this day, was called. 

Present: W. Reed Mills, Esq., solicitor for complainant. 

The defendant, after due search and inquiry, not having been 
found, and not making an appearance, either Im person or by attor- 
ney, this evidence is taken ex parte, at the request of the solicitor of 
the complainant. 

Complainant, through her solicitor, being asked, says: That she 
does not know whether any tax has been paid on the property. 

Complainant, through her solicitor, offers the testimony of E. A. 
Deslonde and J. W. Davis, taken in the ecase- of H. Larquie, F. M. 
Jacobs,and others, defendants in this suit, so faras regards vacant and 
unimproved property ; also the sale of public auction made by the 
city on the 10th Mareh, 1837, copy whereof is now on file before the 
master, as also all the evidence offered in other cases of unimproved 
and vacant property filed before the master. 

J. W. Davis, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant : 

I have examined the property claimed by defendant; it is vacant 
and unimproved; [ estimate the value for use of the same at five 
per cent. per annum net on its value. I have made my estimate for 
the reasons as set forth in my examination in the cases of F. M. 
Jacobs, Mrs. 8S. Magner, and others, relative to unimproved lands in 
the Blane tract in the case of M.C. Gaines vs. P. TH. Monsseaux et al, 
No. 3663, U.S. cireuit court. 


(Signed) J. WM. DAVIS. 
Ki. A. Destonpe, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, says: 


I have heard read the testimony of Mr. Davis, and fully corrob- 
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orate the same in every respect, and for the reasons given by 
myself in my testimony in the above-named cases relative to un- 
improved and vacant lands in the Blane tract. 

(Signed) kk. A. DESLONDE. 


Notice of Trial Anne d. 
U.S. Cireuit Court and — Distriet of Louisiana. 


: Myra CLARK GAINES 
US. » No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaunx ef al. 


6305 ‘To Alex. M. Agelasto: 
You are hereby notified to appear before me, at my office, 
No. 14 Exchange Place, on the 19th day of May, 1S79, at 12 o'clock 
m., there to protect your interest as a defendant in the above-enti- 
tled case, wherein testimony is to be taken in the matter of rents 
and revenues. 
Master’s office, New Orleans, 16 May, 1879. 


Report of Master in Chancery as to Murville Cheval. Filed May 26th, 
IS79. Marked NXT C* in No. 5825, offered by Complainant August 
15, ’SO. | 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States, 
fifth cireuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case. of Gaines vs. Cheval, by an order of this honorable court 
of the 20th June, 1878, having examined the testimony on file, and 
from information obtained from the office of the register of convey- 
ances for the parish of Orleans, and from the testimony of witnesses 
cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has the honor to report 
as follows: 

That under the order of court above referred to he was re- 
quired to ascertain the metes and bounds and take an account of 
the yearly rents and profits or value for use accrued and accruing 
from the property, as set forth in said order, since the same came 
into the possession of the defendant, the property being two lots of 
ground in square No. 52, bounded by Toulouse, St. Peter, Fourth, 
and lifth streets, numbered 5 & 6,as per plan of E.Surgi of 15 Decem- 
ber, 1847, deposited in the office of A. Chiappella, notary public, and 
known as lots 19 & 20 on the plan of J. A. Bergerol. Said lot- meas- 
ures each 31 ft.5 in. and 6 lines front on Toulouse street by a depth of 
100 feet, between parallel lines. This property was acquired by the de- 
fendant by purchase from P. Deverges, as per act of FE. 'T. Parker, 
sheriff of the parish of Orleans, dated the 26th October, 1861, regis- 

tered in conveyance office, book Sb, folio 151. 
6306 This ground is situated in what is known as the Blane tract; 
has never been fenced in or improved, and has always been 
left vacant. 
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For the reasons more fully set forth in the master’s reports on unim- 
proved and vacant property in the Blane tract, filed on the 19 Novem- 
ber 1877, 11 May and 17th June, 1878,annexed to the case of H. Lar- 
quie, one of the defendants herein, there will be allowed in favor of 
complainant and against defendant a yearly rent or value for use at the 
rate of five per cent. per annum net, that is to say, clear from all taxes 
and charges whatsoever, to be computed on the amount of seventy 
per cent. on the prices which said lots of ground brought at the auc- 
tion sale of March, 1837, proces-verbal of which is in evidence herein, 
with interest at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum on said yearly 
rents, said allowance to begin from the date of the purchase of the 
property and to continue until the same is delivered to the com- 
plainant, the computation being here made until 26th April, 1879. 


Rent or Value for Use. 
Lots 19 & 20, in square 52, sold in 1837 for___----- ——e aa 
70 per cent. of which would be the value of the property 
Se assis ihciinc shields sited ies neristiveitetatanliaibcdceides iaaininc iced 595 OO 


tent at the rate of 5 per cent. on value would be $29.75 
TE ee I aii icmtvecintteriieeentiiiiimes ie 520 60 


Interest on Rents. 


Rent. Time. Rate.. Interest. 
29 75 163 vrs. DY 23 92 
29 7d ine @ s 22 47 
29 75 144“ - ?1 OV 
99 TD — «6 " 19 57 
29 75 123 “ “ 18 12 
29 7d 1) . 16 67 
29) Td po " 15 22 
29 75 Ql « “6 2s 9 
99 TH gl « «“ 12 32 
9Q 75 Fete a 10 S7 

6307 29 75 — = as Q 42 
2Q 75 be 2 - i 97 
29 75 4, « “ 6 52 
29 7d ET - 5 OF 
29) 7d — ” > 62 
29 Td a ” 3 17 
99 75 . é< | 
14 SS 

ee 520 60 NS ETI 209 44 


Pe IE IIE a sanie cncntiinaniaiemindwiinde $730 04 
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Master’s costs ° 
I sai snsscistinniiarieacines $100 
Metes and bounds_—- 30) 


$150 
Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) Ee. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 26 May, 187%. 


Testimony for Complainant he fe rred and Annexed lo Report. 


Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master in chancery, under order 
from the honorable circuit court of the United States for the fifth 
circuit and district of Louisiana, dated the 20th of June, 1S78, in 
the suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. TH. Monsseaux ef a/., No. 5668, 
as regards Murville Cheval, one of the defendants, claiming two 
lots of ground, No-.5 & 6 (plan of Surgi) in square No. 52, bounded 
by Toulouse, St. Peter, Fourth, and Fifth streets. 


NEW ORLEANS, 16th May, ’79. 
This ease is fixed for hearing on the 19 Inst., at 12 m. 


12 M., 1!rn May, i879. 

This cause, fixed for hearing this day, was called. Present: W. 
Reed Mills, Esq., solicitor for complainant. 

The defendant, after due and diligent search and inquiry, not 
having been found, and not making an appearance in person or by 
attorney, this evidence is taken ee parte at the request of the so- 
licitor of the complainant. Complainant, through her solicitors, 
being asked, says that she does not know whether any tax has been 

paid on this property. Complainant, through her solicitor, 
6308 offers the testimony of FE. A. Deslonde and J. W. Davis, taken 

in the case of H. Larquie, I. M. Jacobs, and others, defend- 
ants in this suit, so far as regards vacant and unimproved property ; 
also the sale by public auction, made by the city on the 10th Mareh, 
1837, copy whereof is now on file before the master. 


J. W. Davis, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, says : 
I have examined the property; it is vacant and unimproved ; I 
estimate the value for use of the same at five per cent. per annum 
net on its value. [have made my estimate for the reasons as set 
forth in my examination in the cases of F. M. Jacobs, Mrs. S. Mag- 
ner, and others, relative to unimproved lands in the Blane tract in 
the case of M. C. Gaines vs. P. Hl. Monsseaux ef al., No. 3665, ULS. 
circuit court. 

_ (Signed) J. WM. DAVIS. 

I. A. Destonpe, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, says: 
I have heard read the testimony of Mr. Davis and fully corroborate 
the same in every particular and respect and for the reasons given 
by myself in’ my testimony in the above-named cases relative to 
unimproved and vacant lands in the Blane tract. 


(Signed) E. A. DESLONDE. 


DOSO THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


Notice of Trial Annexed. 
U.S. Cireuit Court for the Fifth Circuit and District of Louisiana. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Vs. ~ No. 36638. 
P. H. Monsseaux et ad. 
To Murville Cheval: 

You are hereby notified to appear before me at my office, No, 14 
Exchange Place, on the 19th day of May, 1879, at 12 o’clock m., 
there to protect your Interest as a defendant in the above-entitled 
‘ase, Wherein testimony is to be taken in the matter of rents and 


revenues. 
Master’s Office, New Orleans, 16 May, 1879. 
(Signed) KE. SABOURIN, 


Master in Chancery. 
6509 Return. 


Received 16th May, 1879. After due and diligent search and in- 
quiry I have been unable to find the defendant. 
19 May, 1879. 
(Signed) T. H. HIGINBOTHAM. 


Reportiof Master in Chancery as to J. Castanedo. ’ Filed May 26th, 1879. 
Marked XXI C? in No. 8825, offered by Complainant August 18, 
80. 


To the honorablo the judges of the circuit court of the United States, 
fifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Castanedo by an order of this honorable 
court of the 20th June, 1878, having examined the testimony on file, 
and from information obtained from the office of the register of con- 
veyances and from the testimony of witnesses cognizant of the facts 
connected therewith, has the honor to report as follows : 

That under the order of court above referred to he was required 
to ascertain the metes and bounds and to take an account of the 
yearly rents or profits or value for use accrued and accruing from 
the property, as set forth in said order since the same came into the 
possession of the defendant, the property being— 

One lot of ground, No. 1, as per plan of L. H. Pilie, 18th May, 
1848, in square No. 48, bounded by Hagan avenue, Toulouse, Ren- 
don, and St. Peters streets, said lot measures by au depth of 
This property was acquired by the defendant by purchase from the 
City of New Orleans, as per act passed .before Joseph Cuvilher, 
notary public, on the 10th June, 1548. Registered in conveyance 
oflice, book 43, folio 663. This eround, situated in what is known as 
the Blane tract, has never been fenced in or improved, and has 
always been le ft vacant. 

For the reasons more fully set forth in the master’s reports on un- 
improved and vacant property in the Blanc tract, filed on the 19th 
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November, 1877, 11th May and 17th June, 1878, annexed to the 

case of H. Larquie, one of the defendants herein, there will 
6310 be allowed in favor of complainant and against defendant a 

yearly rent or value for use at the rate of five per cent. per 
annum net, that is to say, clear from all taxes and charges whatso- 
ever, to be computed on the amount of seventy per cent. on the 
prices which said lot brought at the auction sale of March, 1837, 
proces-verbal of which is in evidence herein, with interest at the rate 
of 5 per cent. per annum on said yearly rents, said allowance to 
begin from the date of the purchase of the property and to continue 
until the same is delivered to complainant, the computation being 
here made until the 10th of June, 1879. 


Rent or Value for Use. 


Lot No. 1 in square 48, sold in 18357 for..--...--.----- $500 00 
70 per cent. of which would be the value of the property 

Se a teccinenniensitiiantttasinimaniniviem en scare: enevejamvidedieliibeis nu didasiilieh 350 00 
Rent at the rate of 5 per cent. on value would be $17.50 

per your, ania fer SE Pentt......... ..c.ccunsseeanen 542 50 


Interest on Rents. 


Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
17 50 3U years. 2% 26 10 
17 50 —_— * “ 25 23 
17 50 a. . 24 36 
17 50 Ag ' 25 49 
17 50 —_— " 22 62 
17 50 — = 7 21 Zo 
17 50 yi ” 20 SS 
17 50 a * 5 20 O05 
17 50 —_— 19 14 
7 50 —_—* - 18 27 
17 50 —_—* - 17 40 
17 5v —_ = ™ 16 538 
17 50 — . 15 66 
17 50 a si 14 79 
17 50 — = " 13 92 
L7 50 _ ' 13 05 
17 50 — 7 es 12 18 
7 50 —_— % lI 3 
17 50 —.* ™ 10 44 
7 50 — = ” 9 57 
6311 17 50 _ . S 70 
7 5O » © Ms 7 383 
17 50 s * " 7 06 
7 50 =" ws 6 19 
17 50 ae ™ 5 32 
17 50 > . 4 45 
17 5v _ ” 5 OS 
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17 50 ae “ > 2s 
17 50 y és ‘i 1 7 
17 50 Es ts S7 
Rent... $542 50 SS SRR Gio 405 15 
pL ES MRE gi ee eee AERO RE CEN SNe ME S947 65 
Recapitulation. 
Rent or value for use___- - eR PORT eS AS ON NE ater 542 50 
Oe a il 405 15 
Total due complainant _-----_— ERT ges peat Nee OC eer 947 65 
Master’s costs: 
a ee S100 
Metes and bounds ___-- 30 
S130 
Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) Ek. SABOURIN, 


Master in Chancery. 


New Orleans, 26 May, 1879. 


Testimony for Complainant Referred & Annexed to Report. 


Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master in chancery, under order 
from the honorable circuit court of the United States for the fifth 
circuit and district of Louisiana, dated the 20th of June, 1878, 
in the suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux et al., No. 
3663, as regards Jean Castenado, in judgment named Jean Cazeneau, 
one of the defendants, claiming one lot of ground, No.1, in sqr. 48, 
bounded by Hagan avenue, Toulouse, Rendon, and St. Peters streets. 

New Orveans, 16 Aay, 79. 
This case is fixed for hearing on the 19th inst., at 12 m. 
12 M., 19 May, 1879. 
This case, fixed for hearing this day, was called. 
Present: W. Reed Mills, solicitor for complainant. The defendant, 
after due and diligent search and inquiry, not having been 

6312 found,and not making an appearance, in person or by attorney, 

this evidence is taken ex parte, at the request of the solicitor 
for the complainant. Complainant, through her solicitor, being 
asked, says that she does not know whether, any tax has been paid 
on this property. Complainant, through her solicitor, offers the 
testimony of I. A. Deslonde and J. W. Davis, taken in the cases of 

IH. Larqute, Ff. M. Jacobs, and others, defendants in this suit, so far 

as regards vacant and unimproved property ; also the sale of pub- 

lic auction made by the city on the 10th March, 1837, copy whereof 
is now on file before the master, as also all the evidenee offered in 
other cases of unimproved and vacant land, filed before the master. 
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J. W. Davis, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, says : 

I have examined the property claimed by the defendant; it is 
vacant and unimproved; I estimate the value for use of the same 
at five per cent. per annum net on its value. 

I have made mv estimate for the reasons as set forth in my ex- 
amination in the cases of F. M. Jacobs, Mrs. 8S. Magner, and others, 
relative to unimproved lands in the Blane tract in the case of Myra 
Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux ef al., No. 3663, U.S. circuit court. 

(Signed) J. WM. DAVIS. 


I. A. Destonpe, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, 
Says: 

I have heard read the testimony of Mr. Davis, and fully corrob- 
orate the same in every respect, and for the reasons given by myself 
in my testimony in the above-named cases relative to unimproved 
and vacant lands in the Blane tract. 

(Signed) KE. A. DESLONDE. 


Notice of Trial Referred to in Testimony. 
U.S. Cireuit Court for the Fifth Cireuit and District of Louisiana 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
oe No. 5668. 
P. H. Monsseaux. j 
To J. Castanero : 
You are hereby notified to appear before me, at my office, 
6313 No. 14 Exchange Place, on the 19th day of May, 1879, at 12 
o'clock m., there to protect vour interest as a defendant in 
the above entitled case, wherein testimony is to be taken in the mat- 
ter of rents and revenues. 
Master’s office, New Orleans, 16 May, 1879. 
(Signed) Kk. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 


Return. 


Received 16th May, 1879. After due and diligent search and in- 
quiry, I have been unable to find the defendant. 
19 May, 1879. 
(Signed) T. H. HIGINBOTHAM. 


Report of Master in Chancery as to John Johnson. Filed May 26th, 
1879. Marked XXI C? in No. 8825, offered by Complainant 
August 18, ’80. 

To the honorable the judges of the cireuit court of the United States, 
fifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 


The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Jolmson by an order of this honorable 
court of the 10th day of April, 1878, having examined the testimony 
on file, and from information obtained from the office of the register 
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of conveyances for the parish of Orleans, and from the testimony of 
witnesses cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has the honor to 
report as follows: 

That under the order of court above referred to he was required 
[to] ascertain the metes and bounds and take an account of the 
yearly rents and profits or value for use accrued and accruing from 
the property, as set forth in said order, since the same came into the 
possession of the defendant, the property being: One lot of ground, 
No. 7, in square 48, bounded by Hagan avenue, Rendon, Toulouse, 
and St. Peters streets, Said lot measures 30 ft. 9 in, and 3 lines front 
on St. Peter street by 100 feet deep, between parallel lines. This 
property was acquired by the defendant by purchase from Jolin 
Hoey, as per act passed before James Graham, notary public, 3d 

March, 1862, and registered in conveyance office, book 87, 
6514 folio 588. This round, situated in what is known as the 

Blane tract, has never been fenced in or improved, and has 
always been left vacant. 

For the reasons more fully set forth in the master’s reports on un- 
improved and vacant property in the Blane tract, filed on the 19th 
day of November, 1877, 11 May and 17th June, 1875, annexed to 
the case of H. Larquie, one of the defendants herein, there will be 
allowed in favor of complainant and against defendant a yearly 
rent or value for use at the rate of five pe r cent.,per annum net, that 
is to say, clear from all taxes and charges whatsoever, to be com- 
puted on the amount of seventy per cent. of the price which said lot 
brought at the auction sale of March, 1857, proees-verbal of which is 
in evidence herein, with interest at the rate of five per cent. per an- 
num on said vearly rents, said allowance to begin from the date of 
the purchase of the property, and to continue until the same is de- 
livered to the complainant, the computation being here made until 
the 3d day of March, 1879. 


Rent or Value for Use. 


sat 7, in square No. 46, sold in 1637 Ge. ...necent anos S475 OV 
70 per cent. of which would be the value of the property 
BN sets sessed vinninatnninets eoeitcdn: wansaheeaiel nt ada acti ~» Gea oo 


Rent at the rate of 5 per cent. on value would be $16.60 per 
POR NE FE PR icantnmiinntimn in oitiidliedaaiatiaias 280 20 


a 


Interest on Rents. 


Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
16 GO 16 years. »% 12 SO 
16 60 LD - “ 12 00 
16 60 — oo . 11 20 
16 60 — ¥5 10 40 
16 60 — ” 9 6O 
16 60 oe we 8 SO 
16 60 _—: - a 8 OO 
16 60 a. * . 7 20 


16 60 eas . 6 40 
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16 60 7 “ “ 5 60 
: 16 60 6 - ” 4 SO 
O315 16 60 .- * - 4 00 
16 60 | " - »o 20 
16 60 - " 2 40 
16 60 ¥: 1 60 
16 60 ] - - SU 
16 60 
Rent... 280 20 SS IL ES 108 SO 
Teens Ge CON... «000 cesnndatiennnnnas 8389 00 
Master’s costs: 
Report aaa eee ee S100 
Metes and bounds___- 30 


$130 


Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) EE. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 26th May, 1879. | 


Testimony for Complainant Referred & Anneved to Report. 


Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master in chancery, under order 
from this honorable circuit court of the United States for the fifth 
circuit & district of Louisiana, of the 10th of April, 1878, in the 
suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux ‘et al., No. 5663, as 
regards John Johnson, one of the defendants, claiming one lot of 
ground, No. 7, in square No. 48, bounded by Hagan avenue, Ren- 
don, Toulouse, and St. Peter streets. : 


New Or LEANS, 16 May, '79. 
This case is fixed for hearing on the 19 inst., at 12 m. 


12 M., 1{rm May, 1879. 

This case, fixed for hearing this day, was called. 

Present: W. Reed Mills, solicitor for complainant. 

The defendant, after due and diligent search and inquify, not 
having been found, and not making an appearance, either in person 
or by attorney, this evidence is taken ex parte, at the request of the 
solicitor of the complainant. 

Complainant, through her solicitor, being asked, says that she 
does not know whether any tax has been paid on this property. 

Complainant, through her solicitor, offers the testimony of KE. A. 
Deslonde and J. W. Davis, taken in the cases of H. Larquie, F. M. 

Jacobs, and others, defendants in this suit, so far as regards 
6316 vacant and unimproved property; also the sale by publie 
auction made by the city on the 10th March, 1837, copy 
whereof is now on file before the master, as also all the evidence 
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offered in other case of unimproved and yacant property filed before 
the master. 


J.W. Davis, being duly sworn on behalf of compiainant,says: [have 
examined the property claimed by the defendant; it is vacant and 
unimproved. Lestimate the value for use of the same at five per 
cent. per annum, net, on its value. I have made my estimate for 
the reasons as set forth in my examination in the cases of F. M. 
Jacobs, Mrs. 8S. Magner, and others relative to unimproved lands 
in the Blane tract, in the case of M. C, Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux 
et al., No. 86638, U.S. circuit court. 


(Signed) J. WM. DAVIS. 


I. A. Destonbe, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, says: I 


have heard read the testimony of Mr. Davis and fully corroborate 


the same in every respect, and for the reasons given by myself in 
my testimony in the above-named cases relative to unimproved and 
racant lands in the Blane tract. 

(Signed) KE. A. DESLONDE. 


. Notice of Trial Referred to in Testimony. 
U.S. Cireuit Court for the Fifth Cireuit and District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
v8. >No. 3668. 


P. H. Monsseaux et al.§ 


To John Johnson: 


You are hereby notified to appear before me, at my office, No. 14 
Exchange Place, on the 19th day of May, 1879, at 12 o’clock m., 
there to protect your interest as a defendant in the above-entitled 
case, Wherein testimony is to be taken in the matter of rents and 
revenues. 

Master’s office, New Orleans, 16 May, 1879. 

(Signed) / KE. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 


Return. 


Received 16th May, 1879. After due and diligent search 
6317 and inquiry I have been unable to find the defendant. 
19 May, 779. 
(Signed) = | T. TH. HIGINBOTHAM. 


Report of Master as to Mrs. Celine Ravanat. Filed May 26th, 1879. 
Marked XXI C? in No. 8825, offered by Complainant August 18th, ’80. 


To the honorable the judges of the cireuit court of the United States, 
fifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Ravanant by an order of this honorable 
court of the 20th day of June, 1878, having examined the testimony 
on file, and from information obtained from the office of the register 


“Seem 2h OE a ee 4 “ 


Sere perme mee x 4 = 
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of conveyances of the parish of Orleans, and from witnesses cognizant 
of the facts connected therewith, has the honor to report as follows : 
That under the order of court above referred to he was required 
to ascertain the metes and bounds and to take an account of the 
yearly rents and profits or value for use accrued or accruing from 
the property as set forth in said order since the same came into the 
possession of the defendant, the property being one lot of ground, 
No. 18, in square No. 18, bounded by Broad, White, St. Philip, and 
Dumaine streets. Said lot measures 29 feet 5 inches and — lines 
front on Broad street, 29 ft. and 5 lines in the rear by 100 feet in 
depth and front on St. Philip street. This property was acquired 
by the defendant by purchase from Widow A. Laminy, as per act 
passed before A. Drefous, notary public, on the 29th day of August, 
18638, registered in the conveyance office, book 86, folio 564. In this 
ease defendant, though diligently seached [for], could not be found, 
and, at the request of W. Reed Mills, solicitor for complainant, evi- 
dence was taken ex parte on behalf of the latter. The testimony dis- 
closes that defendant is in possession since the 29th of August, 1865, of 
one lot of ground in square bounded by St. Philip, Dumaine, Broad, 
and White streets, as set forth above, and that the improvements 
thereon consist of a one-story frame house containing 3 or 4 
6318 rooms, said building being considered as having been con- 
structed since 15 or 20 years, said improvements being in fair 
condition and of the value of about $300.00. The rental value of 
said property is stated to be $8 per month. There is no evidence of 
payment of taxes by the defendant. The master, in the absence of 
positive testimony, will assume from the facts of the case that the 
improvements were made by the defendant. Complainant will there- 
fore be allowed against defendant for the property above described 
a rental value of $8.00 per month from the 29th August, 1863, until 
now, with 5 per cent. interest on the amount of each ‘year’s rent until 
final payment, subject to a deduction in favor of defendants of 5 
per cent. interest per annum from 29th August, 1563, until now on 
$300.00, value of the improvements assumed by the master to have 
been placed on said lot by defendant since the date of her possession. 
In this case complainant elects to take the improvements at their 
value, as set forth, namely, $300.00, which amount is to be allowed 
in favor of defendant. 


Rent from the 29th August, 1865, to the 29th May, 1879, 
15 years and 9 mos., at $96 per year -.-.....-.----- $1,512 00 


Interest on Rents. 


Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
96 OO 14} vears. 2% 70 SO 
96 OO isz (“ 5 — 66 00 
9 OO —_— ” G1 20 
96 OO — © ” 56 40 
96 OO | —* . 51 60 
95 OO _ * a 46 80 
96 OO —.* wen 42 OU 
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96 00 ac . 37 20 
96 00 a r 32 40 
96 00 — : 27 60 
965 OO — oe 22 80 
96 00 | “ 18 00 
96 00 2 e 13 20 
96 00 3 “ 8 40 
9 OO ; - ” >» 6O 
72 00 
Rent --$1,512 00 I i siiiciienies 
FE ebiietiinici en nmpininting pene tee ae 
63519 Interest on Improvements. 


The value of the improvements being $300.00, interest 
on same from 29 August, 1865 to 29 May, 1879, 15} 
DU: SE ie EEE 00 on. c: cmcdnnndin cnmnnienen aidan 


Reeapitulation. 
I 
Less— 


SRSeNs OF) TRUNTOVERNONES . 2... nied os. «ccmmindibmenas 


INE src sisinsinsir cia: tiie chitin inca ieals iia alia 
From which is to be deducted the value of the improve- 
MOTI cn dns tne ch cst mene aneiipe in anme einints sastieaLaameentn 


00 


00 


BH 


Leaving balance due complainant_--.---.------ 


Master’s costs: 


BG pai cisiheidiniinninay dakdnaih ania $150 
Metes and bounds._.._.___-— 30 
S1SQO 


Respectfully submitted. 


(Signed) - KE. SABOURIN 


’ 
Master in Chancery. 


New Orleans, 26th May, 1879... 


Testimony for Complainant Referred & Annexed to Report. 


mS 


Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master in chancery, under order from 
the honorable circuit court of the United States for the fifth cireuit 
and district of Louisiana, dated the 20th of June, 1878, in the 


suit of M. C. Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux ef als., No. 3663. 


As regards Mrs. Celine Ravanat, one of the defendants, claiming 
one lot of ground, No. 18, in square No. 18, bounded by Broad, St. 


Philip, Dumane, and White streets 


New Orveans, 16 May, ’79. 


This case is fixed for hearing on the 19 inst., at 12 m. 
? 
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12 M., 19 May, ’79. 

This case, fixed for hearing to-day, was called. 

Present: W. Reed Mills, solicitor for complainant. 

The defendant, after due and diligent search and inquiry, not 
having been found, and not making an appearance, either In person 
or by attorney, this evidence is taken ex parte at the request of the 
solicitor for the complainant 


J. W. Davis, sworn for complainant: 
I have examined the property above described. The improve- 


ments consist of a one-story frame house, containing 3 or 4 rooms. 
I estimate asa fair rental value of this property at $8 per 
6320 month. From appearance I judge it to.be from 15 to 20 years 
built. The improvements are in faircondition. I would es- 
timate the present value of the improvements at $250 or 300. I do 
not know whether any taxes have been paid, nor who built the im- 
provements. I estimate the value of the land and improvements at 
the present time at $450. I think the highest price that this prop- 
erty would have brought in the last 10 years would be $1,000. 
(Signed) J. WM. DAVIS. 


E. A. Destonpe, sworn for complainant: 


I know the property, and fully corroborate the testimony of Mr. 
Davis, which | have heard. From information derived this prop- 
erty was sold within the past 10 years at $750 or $900; sold at aue- 
tion. 


(Signed) KE. A. DESLONDE. 
Notice of Trial Referred to in Testimony. 
U.S. Cireuit Court for the Fifth Circuit & District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
US. » No. 3663. 
P. Hl. Monsseaux et als. | 
To Mrs. Celine Ravanat: 

You are hereby notified to appear before me at my office, No. 14 
Exchange Place, on the 19th day of May, 1879, at 12 o’clock m., 
there to protect your interest as a defendant in the above-entitled 
‘ase, Wherein testimony is to be taken in the matter of rents and 
revenues. 

Master’s office, New Orleans, 16 May, 1879. 

(Signed) E. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 


Return. 


Received 16th May,.1879, and after due and diligent search and 
inquiry I have been unable to find the defendant. 

19th May, 1879. 
(Signed) T. H. HIGINBOTHAM., 
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6321 Report of Master in Chancery as to P. F. Agnelly et als. Filed 
May 31st, 1879. Marked X C?* in No. 8825, offered by Com- 
plainant Aug. 18, 1850. 


Cireuit Court of the United States, Fifth Cireuit and District of Lou- 
isiana. 
As regards to Mrs. A. H. Hopkins, one of the defendants. — - 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United 

States, fifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Hopkins by an order of this honorable 
court of the 20th day of June, 1878, having examined the testi- 
mony on file and from information obtained from the office of the 
register of conveyances of the parish of Orleans, and from the tes- 
timony of witnesses cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has 
the honor to report as follows: That under the order of court above 
referred to he was required to ascertain the metes and bounds and 
take an account of the yearly rents and profits or value for use ac- 
crued and accruing from the property, as set forth in said order, 
since the same came into the possession of the defendant, the prop- 
erty being— 

One lot of ground, No. 16 in square No. 25, bounded by Dumaine, 
Van Buren, St. Ann, and Third streets, as per‘plan of L. H. Pilie, 
of 1848, said lot measuring 29 feet and 2 lines front on St. Ann 
street by 100 feet deep, and front on Van Buren street. Said prop- 
erty was acquired by the defendants by purchase from 8. Haydel, 
as per act passed before A. E. Bienvenue, notary public, on the 11th 
day of April, 1860, and registered in the conveyance office, book No. 
83, folio 66. | 

This ground is situated in what is known as the Blane 
6322 tract, and has never been fenced in or improved, and has 
always been left vacant. 

lor the reason more fully set forth in the master’s report on un- 
improved and vacant Jands in the Blane tract, filed on the 19th 
November, 1877, 11 May and 17 June, 1878, annexed to the case 
of H. Larqué, one, of the defendants in the case of Myra Clark 
Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux et als., No. 3663 of the docket of this 
court, there will be allowed in favor of complainant and against 
defendant a yearly rent or value for use at the rate of five per cent. 
per annum net, that is to say, clear from all taxes and charges what- 
soever, to be computed on the amount of seventy per cent. on the 
prices which said lots brought at the auction sales of March, 1837, 
process-verbal of which is in the evidence herein, with interest at 
the rate of five per cent. per annum on said yearly rents, said allow- 
ance to begin from the date of the purchase of the property by de- 
fendant, and to continue until the same is* delivered to the com- 
plainant, the computation being here made until the 11th April, 
1879. 
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Rents or Value for Use. 


Hopkins: 
Lot No. 16 in square No. 25, in 1837, for_..--.---------- 450 00 
70 per cent. of which would be the value of the property 
Be Pe iinteatitintscinmnnnmaaill evista teamed om smo 


Rent at the rate of 5 per cent. on value would be $1545; 
eee pent cee Ger 3D yente............ccnniennel 999 D5 


Interest on Rents. 


Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
$15 75 18 yrs. 5% 14 04 
15 75 — 7 13 26 
15 75 6 * . 12 48 
6323 5 75 —_ " 11 70 
15 75 a " 10 92 
15 75 3 “ 10 14 
15 75 _.* “ 9 36 
15 75 a « 8 58 
15 75 7 * a 7 80 
15 75  * . 7 02 
15 75 BS 4 “ 6 24 
15 75 a . 5 46 
15 75 ge ** “ 4 68 
15 75 - ss 3 90 
15 75 a . 3 12 
15 75 El . 33 
15 75 ie = 1 56 
15 75 . 78 
15 75 
Rent... $299 25 Interest ..... Pee 33 38 
i SEE EE $432 63 
Master’s costs: 
EE $100 
Metes & bounds —__- —---- 30 
130 


Respectfully submitted. 
E. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 30th May, 1879. 
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Anneved to Foregoing Report. 


Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master in chancery, under order 
from the eireuit court of the United States for the fifth eireuit 
and district of Louisiana, dated the 20th of June, 1878, in the suit 
of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. F. Agnelly, et als., No. GO85, as regards 


Mrs. M. A. Hopkins, one of the defendants, claiming one lot of 


ground, No. 16, in square 25, bounded by Dumaine, Van Buren, 
St. Ann, & Third streets. 
New Orveans, May 23rd, 1879. 


This case is fixed for hearing on the 26th instant at 10 a. m. 


New Or vEANS, 26th May, 1879. 
This case, fixed for hearing this day, was called ; present, W. R. 
Mills, solicitor for complainant. The defendant, after due 
6324 and diligent search and enquiry, not having been found, and 
not making an appearance in person or by attorney, this evi- 
dence is taken ex parte at the request of the solicitor for the com- 
plainant. | 
Complainant, through her solicitor, being asked, says that she 
does not know whether any taxes have been paid on this property. 
Complainant, through her solicitor, offers the testimony of FE. A. 
Deslond and J. W. Davis, taken in the case of TH. Larquie, F. M. 
Jacobs, and others, defendants in the suitof Myra Clark Gaines vs. 
P. IL. Monsseaux ef als., No. 5663 of the docket of this court, so far as 
regards vacant and unimproved property in the Blane traet; also 
the sale by public auction made by the city on the 10th Mareh, 
1837, process-verbal whereof is now on file before the master, as also 
all the evidence offered in other cases of vacant and unimproved 
property filed before the master. 


J. W. Davis, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, says: 


I have examined the property claimed by the defendant; it is 
vacant and unimproved; [ estimate the value for use of the same 
at 5 per cent. per annum, net, on its value. I have made my es- 
timate for the reasons as set forth In my examination in the case of 
F. M. Jacobs, Mrs. 5. Magner, and others relative to unimproved 
lands in the Blane tract [in] the case of M. C. Gaines vs. P. HL. Mons- 
seaux ct als., No. 5663, U.S. circuit court. 


(Signed) J. WM. DAVIS. 


E. A. Destonpe, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, says : 
I have heard read the testimony of Mr. Davis and fully corrobo- 
rates the same, and for the reasons given by myself in my testimony 
in the above-named cases relative to unimproved and vacant lands 
in the Blane [tract]. 
(Signed) E. A. DESLONDE, 


| 
| 
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325 Report of Master in Chancery as to FLFR. Randon. Filed May 
dist, IST7T9.. Marked XNXNI in No. C? No. 8525, offered by 
Complainant Aug’t 18, 1850. 


Circuit Court of the United States, Fifth Cireuit and District of Lou- 
Islana, 


To the honorable the judges of the cireuit court — and district of 

Louisiana : 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Randon by an order of this honorable court 
of the 20th day of June, 1878, having examined the testimony on 
file, and from information obtained from the oflice of the re viste r of 

COnVeVances of the parish of Orleans, and from: the t testimony of 
witnesses cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has the honor 
to report as follows: That under the order of court above referred 
to he was required — the metes and bounds and to take an account 
of the yearly rents and profits or value for use accrued and accruing 
from the property as set forth in said order since the same came 
Into the possession of defendant, the property being three lots of 
ground, No-. 1, 25, & 26, in square No. 6, bounded by Broad, -_ 
line, Bellechasse, & St. Philip streets. Lot No. 1 measures 52 ft. 10 
in. & 4+ lines front on White street by 222 ft. 11 inches & 2 ee In 
depth on the line seperating it from lot No. 2, and 223 feet 1 inch 
& + lines on the line separating it from lots 24, 25,26, 27, 28, 29, & 
OU, and 32 ft. 4 inches & 6 lines in rear. Lots 25 & 26 measure 
each 31 feet 7 inches front on St. Philip street by 100 feet deep. 
This property was acquired by the defendant by purchase from Ber- 
nard Berdon, as per act passed before A. Boudousquie, notary pub- 
lic, registered in conveyance office, book 87, folio 185,13 Dee’b’r, 
LS61, 

In this case defendant appeared and gave verbal statement, 
duced to writing by the master undersigned, of his statement ‘of 
account against the complainant. He was in possession of lots 1, 
25, & 26, in square 6, by deed of possession before A. Boudousquie, 
from 13th December, 1861, until 22d December, 1866, at which time 
he sold the same to Pierre Bordes, against whor: there is Judgment 
in favor of complainant, and a report as to rents and revenues made 

from said 22d December, 1866, until Ist June, 1877. The 
6326 evidence shows that the buildings were on the lots when pur- 

chased by defendant; that he paid the taxes for the time of 
lis possession, amounting to about 825 per year, or $125 altogether, 
and that the average rental value of said property was S12. per 
month. Complainant is therefore allowed against defendant as the 
rental of said 38 lots the sum of $12 per month from the 15th De- 
cember, 1861, to the 22d December, 1866, with 5 per cent. interest 
in the total years’ rent until final payment, and defendant 1s allowed, 
in deduction thereof, $125 for taxes paid by him, with 5 per cent. 
interest from the dates of the payment of same, 
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Rent from the 18th December, 1861, to the 22d Decem- 
ber, 1866, 5 years, at $144 per year_.--...-..-.---- $720 


Interest on Rents. 


Rent. Time. Rate. Interest 
144 00 16 years. oY 115 20 
144 O00 15 do. ‘ 108 00 
144 00 14 do. ~ 100 SO 
144 00 13 do. i: 95 60 
144 00 12 dbo. - S6 40 
Rent_- 720 00 Interest ___. 504 OO 
ie nem eninsibciitetbn sevienniesh hina iii ediactieas Gee as $1,224 00 
Taxes. 
Taxes. Time. tute. Interest. 
25 00 4 years. a % 5 0O $125 00 
25 OO 3 do. ” ; ae ae 
25 OO 2 do. “ 2 50 
25 OO 1 do. ws . oo 
y 45 ()() 
1ak.c-. S120 I ii diiet 12 50 
RNR ae Neen Pe OE renee NN ee $137 50 
Reeapitulation. 
Rent & interest-_----~-- nents alban Sac atlas Sa aii $1,224 00 
Less taxes @ interest... ...... GREE ce rd TY ee 137 50 
SOUND COS CUI sis enews retire 1,086 50 


Master’s cost-: 
IE ceesncinintteetin entia tations $125 
Metes & bounds___-.-. ~~~ oo 


Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) ° Kk. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 26 May, 1879. 


6527 Document Annexed to Report. 
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Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master in chancery, under order 
from the honorable circuit court of the United States for the fifth 
circuit and district of Louisiana, dated the 20th June, 1878, on the 
suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux et al., No. 3663, as 
regards Fulcrom Randon, claiming 3 lots of grounds, Nos. 1, 25, 
& 26, in square 6, bounded by Ursuline, Bellechasse, White, St. 
Phillip, & Broad streets. 
New ORLEANS, 16 May, ’79. 

This case is fixed for hearing on the 19th inst., at 12 m. 
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New Or.eans, 19th May, 79. 
This ease, fixed for hearing this day, was called. 
Present: W. Reed Mills, solicitor for complainant. 
The defendant, altho- notified in person, failed to appear, & this 
testimony is taken ex parte, at the request of the solicitor for com- 
plainant. 


J. W. Davis, sworn on behalf of complainant: I know the prop- 
erty as above described. The improvements consist of stable & two 
houses on the 3 lots. 1 estimate the rental value of this property at 
$12 per month. The improvements are very old—must have been 
built at least 20 years ago. I estimate the value of the lands and 
lmprovements at $1,200—improvements, 8600; land, $3600. [1 know 
nothing about the taxes, or who built the improvements or the cost 
of the same. 


(Signed) ; J. WM. DAVIS. 


Ky. A. Destonpe, sworn on behalf of the complainant: Have heard 
the testimony of Mr. Davis, and fully corroborate the same. 


(Signed) I. A. DESLONDE. 


267TH May, 187%. 

The defendant, Mr. Francois FALtcon Renpon, being duly sworn, 
says: The improvements were on the 3 lots when he pure hased the 
same; that he paid the taxes during the time of his possession—2 or 
3 years—but he cannot produce the receipts, because he gave them 
to P. Bordes, his vendee, who is absent from the city, & he cannot 
get them. I think I paid about $20 or 825 per vear taxes. There 
were during my time 2 houses or shantyand one stable. I received 
from $15 to $18 per month rent during said time. [| lost two years’ 
rent from one of my tenants. 


(Signed) I. RANDON. 


6328 Report of Master in Chancery as to Madame A. Baznae. 
Marked XXI C*, No. 8825, offered by Complainant Aug’t 
18, ’80 
Circuit Court of the United States, Fifth Cireuit and District of 
Louisiana. 
To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States, 
fifth cireuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Bazanae by an order of this honorable court 
of the 20th day of June, 1878, having examined the testimony on 
file, and from information obtained from the oftice of the register of 
conveyance of the parish of Orleans, and from the t testimony of wit- 
nesses cognizant of the facts connec ‘ted therewith, has the honor to 
report as follows: 

That under the order of court above referred to he was required 
to ascertain the metes and bounds and to take an account of the 
yearly rents and profits or value for use accrued and aceruing from 


AO IIE 0, “Sides 


HOOG THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS YS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


the property as set forth in said order since the same came into the 
possession of the defendant, the property being 2 lots of ground, Nos. 
3.& 4,in square No. 22, bounded by St. Ann, Dupre, White, and 
Dumaine strects. Said lots measure as follows: Lot 3, 52 ft. 3 in. & 
1 line front on Dupre street, 32 feet 2 inches in rear, & 141 ft. 7 in. 
5 lines deep. Lot No. 4, 52 ft. 3 inches front on Dupre street, 32 ft. 
1 in. 7 lines in rear, & 141 ft. 7 in. & 5 lines deep. Said property 
was acquired by the defendant by purchase from the City of New 
Orleans 6th November, 1549; registered in conveyance office, book 
43, folio 669. 

This ground is situated in what is known as the Blane tract, and 
has never been fenced in or improved, and has always been left: 
vacant. , 

For the reasons more fully set forth in the master’s reports on un- 
improved and vacant lands in the Blanc tract, filed on the 19th 
November, 1877, 11th May and 17th June, 1875, annexed to the case 
of H. Larquié, one of the defendants herein, there will be allowed in 
favor of complainant and against defendant a yearly rent or value 
for use at the rate of five per cent. net per annum; that is to say, 

clear from all taxes and charges whatever, to be computed on 
6329 the amount of seventy per cent. on the prices which said lots’ 

brought at the auction sale of March, 1857, process-verbal of 
which is in evidence herein, with interest at the -rate of five per cent. 
per annum on said yearly rents, said allowance to begin from the 
date of the purchase of the property and to continue until the same 
is delivered to complainant, the computation being here made until 
the 19th Mareh, 1879. 

Rent or Value for Use. 


Lots 3 & 4, in square No. 22, sold in 1837 for..-.-.--_- $950 00 
70% of which would be the value of the property in 
RET FE Er Ree iia aa ~ $665 00 
Rent. 
Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
33. 25 Slyears. 5% 51 15 
oo 2d — ” 49 50 
oo 2D —.7 ” 47 Vd 
oo Bo —: °s 1G 40 
30 2d st 4 44 85 
33 25 3s ” 43. 30 
dod Jo — - “ 41 75 
do 25 a ” 40 20 
do 20 — * oS 65 
oo 2 —_ ” ot 10 
33 25 — “ 35. 55 
oo 2D —_— _ o4t OO 
oo 2) is o2 45) 
33 25 6 * “ 30 90 
oo Zo — “ 2Q 35 


vo 20 -— . 27 SO 
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oo 25 —_— = “ 26 So 
30 25 > . 24 70 
30 25 — > . 23 15 
303 25 — * ” 21 60 
bo 2 _— 35 20 OD 
bo 2 _ * ” 16 50 
33 25 5 * . 14 
33 25 g * . 13 30 
33 25 7 “ 11 65 
33 25 Se = " 10 OO 
30 25 . . S 35 
30 2 7 . | i 
33 25 ey - 6 OD 
83 25 :.* . 3 40 
30 25 . . 1 70 
| ee $1,064 OW) en S40 15 
1,904 15 
oe Recapitulation. 
I I ii since memset niereseniinaiiiee dias ial $1,064 00 
I isc hi wetness imeninaanceieaecedeaiiiai inal S40 15 
SOE Ge COENEN «n. . 00000 ceminenicndinn $1,904 15 h 
‘ 
’ iz 
Master’s costs : E 
BOK nmin cnn $150 } 
Metes & bounds..-. 30 | 
$180 3 


~ 


Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) E. SABOURIN. 
Master in Chancery. 
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New Orleans. 
Document Annexed to Report. 


Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master in chancery, under order 
from the honorable circuit court of the United States for the Sth 
circuit and district of Louisiana, dated the 20th June, i878, in the 
suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux ef al., No. 5663, ) 

\ ; | : nd 
as regards Madame A. Bazanac, one of the defendants, claiming 2 : 
lots of ground, Nos. 3 & 4, in square No. 22, bounded by St. Ann, | 
Dupre, White, & Dumaine street-. 


New Orveans, 18th May, ’79. 
This case is fixed for hearing on the 19th inst., at 12 m. 


12 M., 19rm May, 187%. 
This case, fixed for hearing this day, was called. 
Present: W. Reed Mills, Esq., solicitor for complainant. 
The defendant, after due and diligent search and inquiry, not 


Ce 
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having been found, and not making an appearance either in_ per- 
son or by attorney, the evidence is taken ex parte at the request of 
the solicitor of complainant. 

Complainant, through her solicitor, being asked, says that she 
does [not] know whetherany taxes have been paid on this property. 

Complainant, through her solicitor, offers the testimony of HE. A. 
Deslonde and J. W. Davis, taken in the eases of HH. Larquié, FF. M. - 
Jacobs, & others, defendants in this suit, so far as regards vacant & 
unemployed property ; also the sale by public auction made by the 
city on the 10th March, 1857, copy whereof is now on file before 
the master, as also all the evidence offered in other cases of vacant 
and improved property filed before the master. 


J. W. Davis, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, says: I 

have examined the property claimed by the defendant; 1t is 

6351 vacant and unimproved. I estimate the value for use of the 

same at five per cent. per annum net on its value. I made 

my estimate for the reasons as set forth in my examination in the 

cases of I. M. Jacobs, Mrs. 8. Magner, and others, relative to improved 

lands in the Blane tract, in the case of M. C. Gaines vs. P. TH. Mons- 
seaux ct al., No. 3663, U.S. circuit court. 


(Signed) J. WM. DAVIS. 


ly. A. Destonpe, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, says : 
[ have heard read the testimony of Mr. Davis, and fully corrob-rate 
the same in every respect, and for the reasons given by myself in 
my testimony in the above-named cases relative to unimproved and 
vacant lands in the Blane tract. 

(Signed) Kk A. DESLONDE. 
Notice of Trial. 
U.S. Cireuit Court for the Fifth Cireuit and Distriet of Louisiana. 
Myra Crark GatNnes vs. P. FH. Monsseaux et al. 
To Madame A. Bazanac: 

You are hereby notified to appear before me at my office, No. 14 
Exchange Place, on the 19th day of May, 1879, at 12 0’clock m., 
there to protect your interest as a defendant in the above-entitled 
case, Wherein testimony is to be taken in the matter of rents and 
revenue. 

New Orleans, 16th May, 1879. 

(Signed) Kk. SABOURIN, 
Master in C haneery. 

Report of Master in Chancery as to Heirs of Michel Lorenz. Filed May 
olst, 187%. 

Circuit Court of the United States, Fifth Cireuit and District of 
Louisiana. 

io the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States, 

fifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 

above case of Gaines vs. Lorenz by an order of this honorable court 
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above referred to of the 21st March, 1879, having examined the tes- 
timony on file, and from information obtained from the office of the 
register of conveyances, and from the testimony of witnesses cog- 
nizant of the facts connected therewith, has the honor to report as 
follows: That under the order of court above referred to he was re- 

quired to take an account of the yearly rents and profits ac- 
6332 crued and accruing from the property in said order deseribed 

since the same came into the possession of the defendant, the 
property being: Ist. One square of ground situated in the third 
district of the City of New Orleans, bounded by Gentilly road, St. 
Anthony, Sixth, and Bagatelle streets, and designated by the num- 
ber 6 on a plan by A. G. Phelps, deposited in the office of TH. B. 
Cenas, notary public, and known as square No. 2741. 2. One square 
of ground in same district, bounded by Beauregard, Bagatelle,Union, 
and Seré streets, number 7 according to the aforesaid plan, now No. 
2470. Sd. One square of ground in same district, bound by Union, 
Bagatelle, and Sixth streets, numbered, according to the before-men- 
tioned plan 17 Nov., No. 2529. 4. One square of ground in the 
same district, bounded by St. Anthony, Seré, Sixth, and Bagatelle 
streets, numbered according to the before-mentioned plan 18, now 
numbered 2528. In this case defendant appeared through Widow 
Paul Liebel, one of the heirs and executrix of the estate of Michel 
Lorenz, and filed their statement of account. When this land was 
purchased by Michel Lorenz, as hereinbefore stated, it was totally 
vacant and unimproved, and was used most generally for their own 
purposes, and occupied squares numbers 2470, 2471, and 2328, and 
dwellings for themselves and servants, vegetables, flou-r, and fruit 
gardens. ‘The other square, No. 2529, was at times rented, at others 
vacant and -occupied, and at others used as a vegetable garden and 
pasturage, it being again this year under cultivation by defendants. 
All the buildings and fences have been constructed by defendants. 
The evidence establishes, in the opinion of the master, that the rental 
ralue of square No. 2470, oceupied as a residence and used as a 
flower, fruit, and vegetable garden, should be, as an average, $18 per 
month in favor of complainant from the date of the first valuable 
improvement, say, Ist July, 1549, until the present time, with 5 per 

cent. interest on the total amount of each year’s rent until 
6333 final payment, and that defendants should be allowed in de- 

duction thereof 5 percent. interest from same date on $1,200.00, 
average value, $1,200, and $800 original cost of, and $400.00 actual 
value of, improvements, and 5 per cent. interest on $425 for 85 orange 
trees, at their average cost of $5 per tree, from Ist July, 1558, being 
the average time of their planting, and 5 per cent. interest on $25.00, 
average value of cistern since 1 July, 1874, date of its erection, and 
that the change for repairs be disallowed as already given defendant 
by interest charged in his favor on the total average value, and the 
charges for fences and flower garden be also disallowed, as merely 
sumptuary and not having enhanced or increased the rental value 
of said square. That the average rental value of square number 
2471 is $10.00 per month from Ist July, 1859, date of the improve- 
ments in buildings, until this day, and a value for use of 5 per cent. 
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net per year on the value of this square from Ist July, 1550, date of 
clearing, until Ist July, 1859, date of building, to be allowed in favor 
of complainant, with 5 per cent. interest on the total amount of each 
year’s rent or value for use until final payment. (The value of this 
square is estimated at } the purchase price of the whole property, 
say, $600.) The defitents are to be credited, in deduction of the 
allowance made to complainant for square 2471, with 5 per cent. In- 
terest on $500, average value of buildings from Ist July, 1859, until 
this date; and thee iste rn constructed 10 vears ago ata cost of $25.00 
being now valueless, 5 per cent. interest 1s allowed on $25.00 from 
Ist July, 1869, to Ist July, 1874. That the average rental value of 
square No. 23.99, which shoul | be allowed in favor of complainant, 
is $8.00 per month since 1 July, 1865, date of building the house, 
until the present time, and a value for use of 5 per cent. net per year 
on the value of this square from Ist July, 1850, date of clearing, until 
1 July, 1865, date of building, with 5 per cent. interest on the total 
amount of each year’s rent or value for use until final pay- 

6534 ment. The value of this square is estimated at } the purchase 
price of the whole property, say, $600; and that defendant 
should be allowed, in deduction of the amount given to complainant 
for said square No. 232 29,5 per cent. interest on $400, average value 
of the buildings from Ist J uly, 1865, date of their construction, until 
this day, and 5 per cent. interest on $25, price of cistern built Ist 
July, 1869, at a cost of $25, until Ist July, IS74, said cistern being 
now totally worthless. That the rent or value for use of square No. 
2328, to be allowed in favor of complainant, should be 5 per cent. 
net per year on its value from the Ist July, 1850, date of clearing, 
until this day, with 5 per cent. interest on the total rent or value for 
use of each year’s rent until final payment. The value of this square 
is estimated at } the purchase price of the whole property ($600) ; no 
allowance will be made defendant for certain plum «& fig trees, the 
original cost of which is not shown, and which do not appear to have 
enhanced the value of the place or to have been a source of revenue, 
said square, in the appreciation of rent and revenue, being con- 
sidered as vacant and unimproved, there being no buil: lings thereon, 
Defendants are furthermore allowed in deduction of rents and reve- 
nues found against them interest on $225. Average value of fences, 
which are now a Byre condition, as follows: On $75, upon square 
No. 2470, from July, 1849, until this day ; on 875, for square 
osil, from 1 July. 1859. until this di ay ; on $75, for square 2259, from 
Vet July, 1865, until this day, and nothing on vacant square No. 
25258. And interest at 5 per cent. on $189, amount allowed by the 
master for filling during 30 years, said interest, by an average, to be 
computed as follows: On $63, for square 2470, from 1 July, 1865, 
until this day; on $65, for square 2471, from Ist July, 1863, until 
this day; on 863, fer square 2529, from Ist July, 1865, until this day, 
and nothing for vacant square No. 2528. And 5 per cent. interest 
on $300, for clearing, to be computed by average from Ist July, 1851, 
as follows: On $100, for square 2470, from Ist July, 1851, until 

63350 this day; on $100,0n square No. 2471, from 1 July, 1859, 
until this day ; on $100, for square 2329, from Ist July, 1865, 

until this day, and nothing for vacant square No. 2328. And the 
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city and State taxes paid on square No. 2470 from 1st July, 1849, 
to 1877, for city and 1875, — both latter years inclusively, with 5 per 
cent. interest thereon from date of payments, and the State and city 
taxes paid on square No. 2471 from the Ist day of July, 1859, until 
1877 for city and 1875 for State taxes, both latter years inclusively, 
with 5 per cent. interest thereon from date of payment, and the city 
and State paid upon square No. 2329 from Ist July, 1865, until 
1877 for the State and 1875 for the city, both latter years ineclu- 
sively, with 5 per cent. interest thereon from dates of payments. And 
no taxes are allowed for vacant square No. 2528. 


Rent Square No. 2470. 


Rent of square No. 2470, with improvements thereon, 
from Ist July, 1849, until Ist May, 1879, 10} years, $18 


per month, or $216 per year .... ..c0s enccae ssiniienianah $6,444 O00 
Interest on Rents. 
tent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
216 00 29 years. 5% O13 20 
216 00 3 . 302 40 
216 OO — " 291 6O 
216 OO — * . 280 SO 
216 00 — * " 270 OO 
216 OO — = _ 259 PO 
216 OO — = ' 248 40 
216 OV — = ” 257 60 
216 OO — =" " 224, SO 
216 OO — * ” 216 OO 
216 OO _ | " 205 20 
216 OO — * * 194 40 
216 OO + ag - 183 60 
216 OO — = 172 SO 
9216 OO — * . 162 00 
216 OU — = ” 151 20 
216 OO _— “ 140 40 
216 00 i “4 129 60 
916 OO > ' 118 SO 
6336 216 OO 19 «4 “ 10S 00 
216 OO es a Q7 % 
216 OO Ss 4 “ 86 40 
216 00 _ x 75 6O 
216 OO Ss * a 64 SO 
216 OO . * a 54 00 
216 OO . ¥ 45 20 
216 OO s * 32 40 
216 OO — = 4 21 60 
9216 OO -* . 10 SO 
180 OO 
Rent..... $6,444 00 Interest ...... ._.. 4,698 00 


$1,142 00 
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Rent of Square No. 2471. When Improved. 


Rent of square No. 2471, with improvements thereon, 
pI i iici cilia cinch chiale sn, iponsnsiiibacsnihieaanielleecealadiied $2,550 00 
from Ist July, 1859, to Ist May, 1879, say, 912 [years], 


Interests on Rents. 


Rent. Time. tate. Interest. 
120 00 19 years. 9% 114 00 
120 OO _— * 108 00 
120 00 = x 102 OO 
120 0O — * - 96 OO 
120 OO i ” 90 OO 
120 OO 14 ““ " S+4 OO 
120 00 es " 78 00 
120 OO — = ” 72 OO 
120 OO 1] ug " 66 VO 
120 OO —. - 6H0 OO 
120 00 os oe 54 00 
120 00 SS “ 48 00 
120 00 7 ai oe 4? OO 
120 OO ) - " 36 OO 
120 OO ) - ” 30° O00 
120 00 His “ - 24 OO 
120 OO o> ” “ 18 00 
120 00 2 . se 12 OO 
120 00 1 gs ” fy OO 
100 OO ‘ 
Rent. $2,380 00 iain tay or Aiaee 1,140 00 
$3,520 00 
6357 Rent of Square No. 2171. Unimproved. 


This square originally cost $600, and a rent of 5 % per 
year would be $30.00, and from the Ist July, 1850, to 


o 


YO Fis cencnshintinniinanctniinieinianinaacliit tides $270 OO 
Interest on Pents. 
Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
30 OO 28 years. DY 4? OO 
30 OO 27 ” = 40 50 
30 OO — * . 39 O00 
30.00 AT, “ - 37 50 
30 00 _ " 36 OO 
30 O00 = - 34 5O 
30 OO 22 we ney do OO 
30 OO 21 ™ “ 81 50 
30° 00 5 “ 30 OO 
I 324 00 


TIE is:inim: aiintininnm etnietaiasiaitha tila ilies a 594 O00 
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Rent of Square No. 2529. When Improved. 


Rent of square No. 2329, with improvements thereon 
from ist July, 1865, to Ist May, 1879, say 1542 years, 


at G06 POF YORE sniinccicnnena- even con eysnietts ttiisiaeiies se ecianinte $1,525 00 
Interest on Rents. 

tent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
95 OO 15 years. 5% 62 40 
9 OO 12 do. ™ D7 60 
% OO ll do. ' 52 SU 
1 OO 10. do. ” 48 OO 
% OO «lo. . 45 20 . 
% OO S do. ” oS 40 
1) OO 7. sas po OO 
1} OO > do. “ 28 SO 
5 OO 5 do " 24 OO 


do. - ™ 19 20 
do. ws 14 40 


96 OO 
6 OO 


rt DO Co 
-_ 
—— 
c 


1") OO es 9 OO 
96 00 do. fie... 4 80 
SO OO 
Rent--- $1,528 00 SIN isos sister li ciaaeiiaal 1,436 80 
a aici tesco atte inceesencetemsencaneinei A i, $1,764 S80 
6338 Rent of Square 2529. Unimproved. 


This square originally cost $600, and at a rent of 5% per 
year would be $30, and from the 1 July, 1850, to 1 


July, 1008, 35 POivccienccndnincedcammigiedaie $450 00 
Interest on Rents. 

tent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
530 OO 28 years. o% 4? OO 
30 OO a “ 40 50 
30 OO 25 ” ' oe) OO 
30) OO —_— o- . ot oO 
30 00 _—- “ 36 00 
30° 00 — . ot 50 
30 OO 2? ” 2% oo OO 
30 00 ey " 31 50 
30 OO 20) - - 50 OO 
30 OO 19 - “ 28 DO 
30 OO 18 ™ ” 27 OO 
30 OO —_—.* - 25 DO 
30 OO 16 x“ 24 OO 
30 OO 1D ” = 22 DO 
30 OO ie ” 21 OO 


| Eee $450 OO ee 472 50 


ee cence eee A ee Na 
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Rent or Value for Use of Square 2328. Unimp'd. 


This square originally cost $600, and a rent of 5% per 
year would be $30.00, and from the Ist July, 1850, to 


Se OCs PE PI ccc insen: cher: mince alaamabacanaiain $865 00 

tent. Time. tate. Interest. 

30 00 28 years. o% 42 00 

50 OO a 40 50 

30 00 53 6 6 “ 39 O00 

30 00 _ = " ' 37 30 

30° 00 a a 36 00 

30 00 = .* " 34 50 

30) OO 22 " ™ > OO 

830 00 4 i 6 31 50 

30 OO 20) ” . 30 OO 

o0 OO 19 " ” 2S DV 

30 00 in ” 27 OO 

30 OO —_— = ” 25 DO 

6339 - 30 OO — - 24 OO 

30° 00 —. * “ 22. 50 

O30 OO 14 ” " 21 OO 

30 OO 13 ™ ” 19 50 

30 00 i i 2s 18 00 

80 00 a. * " — 

30 00 i “ 15 00 

» vo OO ‘ " - 13 50 

30 OO Te ” 12 0O 

30 OO 7 ” ” 10 50 

30 OO ” Y OO 

30 00 5: * of 7 50 

30) OO 4 ” ” 4 OO 

30 00  * ws 4 50 

50 OO 2 - ” 5 00 

30 OO } ” : - 1 50 

25 00 
ee S865 OO i 609 OO 
OI css ecsitninstiiisipeaeti eli tata al ea $1,474 00 
Stale and City Taxes and Interest. 

7 State. City. Total. Time. Percent. Interest. 
1848 1 47 5 50 697 3 years. 5 10 45 
"49 1 40 11 00 12 40 27 “ 17 9S 
DO 2 3d 17 50 liv So UCU 3 ” 27 79 
51 o 30 25 OO 23 So OZ , . 38 27 
"52 2 95 Pm 2 . a ae . 3d 83 
D3 2 oe 27 45 a or . oF 46 
5 4 80 06 15 40 95 24 ° 49 14 
"DD 2 90 29 28 0218 23 “6 06 99 


owe —aa.-—~. +-- an “ae ee ee eg Sc tr hontai tie 


— ~~ ——+4 


a * : 
eS Sere =e > - ee. ~hep ---- - ee ew | erage a gag tr a 
, a 
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56 9 38 49 20 08 58 22 ¥ 
D7 4 41 76 80 af = * 
D8 10 54 60 00 70 54 20 . 
"DY 13 95 66 OO 42 95 19 
60 18 60 66 OO S460 15 . 
‘61 17 05 66 00 83 05 17 : 
62 17 05 44 00 61 05 16 . 
63 15 50 44 00 , 59 50 15 . 
64 9 92 66 OO 75 92 14 “ 
‘65 12 32 54 OU 66 32 13 . 
6340 
1866 20 79 66 OO 86 79 12 “ 
67 57 80 69 00 126 80 11 
6S 24 6 D8 50 $3 11 10 “ 
69 27 OO 635 35 90 3 9 ™ 
wil 54 00 23 25 77 2% «68 a 
71 77 40 #10106 178 46 7 
2 77 40 88 00 165 40 6 « 
73 o2 20 125 00 175 OO 5 “ 
ee... ct eee 9) 10 95 00 4 6 
"ee 9%) 10 95 OO 3 ” 
76 enn 10 00 10 00 2 “ 
State... $541 66 
City vt(ituttininme ae oe 
I iseiss etittista laine iaataniabiie $2,077 70 
I a icescieieetinaoes sali lieicinesseseneepnstaaiiiiaialinilai lait 
Interest on Improvements. 
Square 2470. 
Interest on average value of improvements, 
say, $1,200, from the 1 of July, 1849, to Ist 
May, EF hctiiieecininmmeremmicnaith $1,790 00 
Interest on $425, average cost of orange trees, 
from Ist July, D8, to Ist May, 79, 20429 
years, (@ 5 per TN cminnicce 442 70 
Interest on $25, average value of cistern, from 
1 July, ’74, to 1 Mav, ’79, 442 vears, (@ 5 
DOP CUE iccemnie jaded an iman coon aque ennmion 6 02 
Interest on $75, av erage \ value of fence-, from 
1 July, ‘49, to 1 May, 79, 2943 y’rs, @ 5 per 
ONG cin inccitinannniamarmcbandiniin ian nen eemcintindndets 111 88 
Interest on $63, average value of filling, from 
Ist July, 1863 3, to Ist May, ’79, 10,5, years, 
OD © I BI ait eennn cncwnsenn 49 85 
Interest on $100, average \ value of clearing, 
from Ist July, 1851, to 1 May, ’79, 2712 y’rs, 
© 6 POF CIEE satiemtiiticwcenencccnnsen 137 25 
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85 
70 


os 


iv 


43 
26 
ot 
5 


"3 14 


io 
70 
48 
44 


re 


Oe 


43 


o2 
sé 
63 
DS heed 


wi 


40 
ov 


G2 } 


49 
45 
19 
] 


f 
] 


$1,269 


$2,5 


o~ 
od 


49 
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O54] Interest on Improvements. 
Square 2471. 


Interest on 8500, average value of buildings, 
from July, 1859, to Ist May, 1879, 1972 
WOR, GE: O BOF CONE. et cic ems wenn 

Interest on $25, average value of cistern, 
from Ist July, 1874, 5 years, (@ 5 per cent. 

Interest on 875, average value of fences, from 
Ist July, 1859, to Ist May, 1879, 19+ years, 
Be OO. anccccsnca. iniantimmaniien 74 40 

Interest on S63, average value of filling, from 
Ist July, 1863, to Ist May, 1879, 15}¢ years, 

Be NE OIG a iisnce cosccreecinanien oo sinsieniianncmnihinninnts 49 SO 

Interest on $100, average value of clearing, 
from July, 1859, to May 1, 1879, 197.2 y'rs, 

Be I incite: cients mente serene were ntelt 95 10 


S495 10 


G§ 2d 


ie LE eae oI TT Na! eRe” Se - S721 50 
Interest on Improvements. 
Square 23529. 


Interest on $400, average value of buildings, 
from Ist July, 1S65, to 1-May, 1879, 1448 


Ist July, 1869, to 1 July, 187-, 5 years, (@ 

Be i: tale: ao crcnrsinecenancacpne: sitieiniainenatanindnietraatin G§ 25 
Interest on $65, average value of filling, from 

1 July, 1865, to 1 May, 1877, 1512 years, 

ee NE cenicicenncerconirennnnamnin seetileaitadiliga dish at : 43 57 
Interest on $100, average value of clearing, 

from 1 July, 1865, to 1 May, 1879, 1313 


SE C9 6 OOP Ch sancncicsnenimingenne 69 15 

ini ecaceenis densa iia ee a le 437 50 
6342 Recapitulation. 
Rents. 

SRS BETO, MAMTOUEE « .o6c ctnees ccm sien $6,444 00 

NR OE DIG an hsuites piccihinissoniaictaiiaiitieda a 4,698 00 
$11,142 00 

NRO DEES, CAC OUOE ia ices eterna 2 380 O00 

TE OO IG is eisiis ecinsctiivnicsastecinigpiiniiaminaneiae ee - 1,140 00 
: 3,020 OO 

Square 2471, unimproved ............<«=< 27) OO 

I a I ii ia 324 00 


594 00 
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Sauas® Deer, COTES on... nase cnaceeunen 1,328 00 
ee ee ssbb 436 80 
1,764 80 
Square 2329, unimproved ~~~. ~--- -....--- 450 OO 
Interest on rents ....-.----- denenithesintentanie aaa 472 50 
922 50 
Square 2328, unimproved ......---....... 865, 00 
SONGS CH TUE cnccotdiecawences stan 609 OO 
1474 00 
etes vets & tbe 200. cncsncnegaeniions $19,417 30 
Less— 
N,N Citic cencnennenennns 2,077 70 
I i I i oi ctinints wenietnene:‘otcnennnin 
Interest on improvements, sq. 2470 -__----- 2.557 70 
EEE cmonuun 721 50 
EE oe winigietial 437 50 
7,048 89 
jaluance due complainant... -~--.-.---~-.--.-- $12,378 41 


In this case the evidence shows that the value improvements in 
buildings, &e., erected by the defendant and for which he had a 
claim, amounts to— 


Ist. Improvements on square 2470 ....-....----.---- $1,725 
2d. Do. ES 2 concuisiniinlinegimnioing 575 
od, Do. IE entire ntiiniiniiinmariaistiieas 400 
ED cist dcinlicin tee ote we a 2,700 00 
Which being deducted from $12,575.41, will leave a bal- 
ance in favor of CGRRSTNENE O80 20 cactinniicnenin: - Ge 


Master’s costs, $350. 
Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) EK. SABOURIN, __. 
Master in. Chancery. 
New Orleans, 26 May, 1879. 

6345 Document Annexed to Report. 

Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master in chancery, under order of 
of the honorable circuit court of the United States for the fifth 
circuit and district of Louisiana, dated the 20th of June, 1878, in 
the suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux et al., No. 
3663; in the case of the Heirs of Michael Lorenz, the heirs are 
W idow Paul Liebel, or Ziebel, executrix of Est. Michel Lorenz, 
Magdaline Lorenz, wife of Charles, Ebert Amelia Lorenz. 


21 Apri, 1879. 
This case is fixed for hearing Thursday, 24th inst., at 11 a. m. 


* 
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247H Aprit, 1879. 

This case, fixed for this day, was called. Present: W. Reed Mills, 
solicitor for complainant, and Widow Paul Leibel, or Ziebel, execu- 
trix of the Est. of Michel Lorenz. 

The property consists of 4 squares of ground, No-. 6, 7, 17, & 18, 
in plan of H. T. Phelps, in the Howe & Martin tract. 

Magdeline Liesten, being widow of Francois Paul Liebel, being 
duly sworn on behalf of defendants, presents her account of taxes, 
citv, which have been paid from 15848 to 1877, both inclusively, 
amounting to $2,868.68, receipts; also United States tax in 1565, 
$10.80; also State taxes from 1848 to 1873, inclusively, amounting 
to $1,3463, and produces tax receipts which she has paid. She has 
also paid the State taxes for 1874 & 1875; State taxes since then are 
still due. The property when it was purchased — Mr. Lorenze was 
vacant; the back squares were covered with woods and stumps. The 
first year the out-houses were built & fences put up, & in the second 
vear the main building was put up. The year of the purchases 
they commenced blewing up the stumps with powder, and filling 
the squares. The buildings described are there yet. The main 
building, above mentioned, cost $1,200 as charged ; receipts are lost. 
The out-houses, above mentioned, & on same square with the resi- 
dence, and charged on the account immediately after the main 
building, cost SS00, as charged. The fences for the whole 4 
square- cost S600, and it cost $300 to keep them in repair for 30 
years; the charge for them, $900, is correct; other fences made 

to divide the lots in the middle of the square, called the 
6544 side fence, which she does not charge in the account, but 

which cost $150 for the picketsalone. The above mentioned 
buildings are in square 2470, now numbered 7, bounded [by] Beaure- 
card, Sere, Ursin, & Bagatelle streets.. 

Improvements on old sq. 17, now square 2529, bounded by White, 
Seré, Ursin, & Bagatelle streets costs as follows: The buildings has 
2 rooms and a kitchen, and cost very high; these were built about 
the year 1865 or 1866, & cost S800; these are all the improve- 
ments on this Square, and has never been used lately ; il great many 
years ago It was used for grading purposes; there has nothing been 
planted upon it for the past 11 years; it is being used now. Nothing 
now on the lot before the above building was placed therein. When 
the property was first purchased, it was fenced up and used as a 
pasture for some years, and then after, it was used as a vegetable 
garden. The building now is worthless. 

Improvements In square 2471, old 6, being a triangular plot of 
ground, the charge of $1,000 made for Improvements therein is cor- 
rect, but cannot produce the receipts, When first built it had 2 
rooms & a gallery; this was built about the vear 1859; the building: 
are how broken up; worth nothing ; & now are living in it for the 
last S years, & never no one occupied it. Before the building- were 
placed on this property it was rented for 86 per month from the 
date of the purchase ; it was used for gardening purposes for several 
vears after purchase; then did nothing with it until the building 
was placed there. The place then rented for the Ist year at $8 per 
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month, after that for $8 for 2d year, but they did not collect more 
than $3 or $4 per month. During 20 years the house was not 
rented for 8 years, (she cannot remember the balance of the time,) 
by the defendant Lorenz. 

Square, old 18, or 2328, bounded [by] St. Anthony, White, Sere, & 
Bagatelle streets has always been unimproved, but fenced in and 
planted with plum «& fig trees. No buildings on it. This square 
Was never rented ; we used it ourselves; 3 for pasturage & the other 
} for fruit trees and flowers. 


Repairs. 


63545 About 10 years after the erection of the main building we 

commenced to put In repairs. T estimate that the repairs cost 
S100, saving others. On one occasion a storm took off a paar of the 
roof. ‘These repairs continued until within six vearsago. Six years 
she put $60 repairs in front—gallery. Two years ago she spent $40 
repairs on the back gallery. Then repairs kept the house in its gen- 
eral good condition until six years ago. At present it is not in good 
order. For my part I would not give $600 for all the building- in 
this square. I would not even give $400. The house was always 
occupied by the defendant, & since his death by the heirs. Ll con- 
sider 88 per month as an average. Since the dwellings were put on 
this square this square ot ground is used for raising vegetables, and 
they planted orange trees there. There are 55 orange trees there. 
Tn front of the house is a flower garden. |} of the square ts used for 
the orange trees, buildings, & stable, flower and fruit garden, and 
the other half is used for a vegetable garden. We never sold any 
fruit or flowers. They were put to personal use. The rent of the 
Vacant square is worth about 5 or 4 dollars per month. [could not 
rent it to-day for $5. Nobody wanted it at that price. Perhaps 10 
or 20 years ago we could have got 85 or 4. We offered it for rent— 
square No. 17 or 252%). 

Repairs. 

The house was badly built & required repairs almost immediately, 
and cost on an average $12 per year, commencing 2 years after it 
was built up to within 2 years ago; in all about 10 years. It was 
maintained in its original good condition. It is new in very bad 
order & not occupied. It was rented for only 3 years during the 
time it was built, but we never got a cent. Can’t remember exactly 
What the rent was; think it was six dollars per month. We only 
this year commenced to work the land in that square. We worked 
4 years to put the land in good & planting order—tit for cultiva- 
tion. It was then under $5 per month for value of rent—year’s 
time since the date of purchase. 


Filling. 


GAG The filling charged, $5.00, is a moderate charge, & was 
hauled from time to time from the date of purchase. 


a 
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Orange Trees. 


The orange trees, 85, are worth as charged, $50 each, making 
$4,250. The trees were purchased by the defendant, Lorenz, and she 
does not know the cost of the purchase & planting. Some trees were 
large when planted & some small, but it is so long ago I can’t re- 
member. Some of the trees Mr. Lorenz paid $10 for, some cost 75e., 
some $1 and up to $10 per tree. They were planted gradually from 
the time of purchase of land until 10 years ago. 

Plum and Fig Trees. 

The $500 charged for these trees represent their value to-day. I 
‘“annot say what their original cost was. ‘They were planted at dif- 
ferent times. 

lowers. 

The $200 charged for flowers, &c., represent their value now. Some 
of the plants were given & some purchase-; cannot say what these 
purchased cost. 

Paving. 


The charge, $600, represents the cost of paving with brick the 
all-y, was front yard and walks around the garden, & embellishments. 
These were made from the time of the purchased generally up to 
within 10 years ago. ) 

Cisterns. 

There is one cistern in the main building now. Formerly there 
were two. It cost $50 about 50 years ago. It is pretty good yet. 
At the other two buildings one is at each building, & cost $25 each 
about 10 years ago. One don’t hold any water. The other does— 
the one on lot 17. 

Insurance, 


The $600 for insurance have been paid as charged. The fences 
are In bad order now. 


(Signed) MARY D. INLORES TRIEBAL. 


This ease is continued until Saturday morning, 26th inst., at 93 
a. m., the counsel for complainant being absent 1? p. m., 24 inst. 


93 267Tm Aprit, 1879. 
6347 This case, continued until to-day, called. Present: W. Reed 
Mills, solicitor for complainant. The defendant failing to 
appear, it was kept open until 11} a. m. 


J. W. Davis, sworn for complainant : 


I corroborate the statement as to the cost of improvements of 
buildings & fences ; as to filling, I do [not] think any would have 
been necessary; it might have needed fertilizing; the ground is 
high, being ina ridge. As to the paving, I know nothing, either as 
to the value or quantity. [estimate the rental value of square 2470 
and improvements (main buildings from the time of this construce- 
tion) at $185 per month. Square 2529 & its improvements at $8 per 
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month from the time of its construction, as an average. Square 
2471, I estimate it and improvements at $10 per month as an 
average rental value from date of construction. 

Square 2328 vacant. I estimate the rental value at 5 per cent. 
net per annum on its value, and | make the same estimate on the 
whole property before improvements were placed thereon. 

I estimate the present value of all the improvements on the whole 
property at $1,000, and the whole property, land and improvements, 
at $2,500. 


(Signed) J. WM. DAVIS. 
Account referred to in Document. 
United States Tax. 
EE MR $3 33 
6 O07 
S10 30 
City ‘Taxes. 
I 85 30 eRe S16 50  § Sr S21 00 
eS aE 10 50 fe 21 OO 
|" Eanes 5 00 EC 22 20 ie 3 3 
I i » 2O a2 OU i: ee ld 75 
ae 5 50 ee 2 ES Ze ia 
i” ee Se S5 50 ERT 8 63 
a 17 50 1859__. 102 50 2: ee 0 7d 
| RM ge Se icmuas Se SEE i sincinin Il @ 
ee ee i 12 00 SR tiara § 7a 
| ESCRRORae 10 OO a os ere G 75 
3 SACI 15 00 ee 0 OO +, Sera 16 75 
2 ee 11 70 LS62- 67 ov De cccnmie ( OO 
See 15 20 ae 1) O0 ee ee ee 
| Se 8 25 Se G2 50 a (5 OO 
O54S8 
Ree 6 30 lL! ne ee 148 60 
eR ee 3 73 Se 90) 7d EST 15 OO 
| Sea caee 6 OO See 1) OO oe | ane? 142 10 
S| Ere 10 SS ee 41 2 BOE Wiindsesoun 124 U5 
6... 6 ee Ee 87 75 | Seip e vee 
tS EGRET 171 00 |) a 
Se ential 24 00 ae 142 26 Cs 
RN Q 73 1S69_ > TD re 10 OO 
| re Sen OO) 50 SS eevee 61 10 
|). $ 4S +, iar 64 SS 
identi 7 O4  , 21 00 
$956 30 $1.600 S89 SLOLL 49 
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Total city taxes: 
$256 30 
1,600 89 
1,011 49 


State Taxes. 


a 2 92 Ee 25 90 
ss cininisiciaies 2 97 I iieccls 21 67 
a 1 20 1864 ..cn« 6 10 
re 1 403 a ra 
ic siasnisins anes 2 3d SG 13 50 
ore 2 30 ices on 7 75 
ihonwme. 2 oe Se 17 00 
icici 4 45 enero 16 25 
RE SAE 23 ec nscisleciuies 23 20 
SS _ 120 00 
| 2 OD EASTER 12 05 
Rc dicdieniinel » 26 See 57 95 
Be sitet 3 56 1869... 70 50 
i iinisiesia cin 6H 53 ae 127 40 
| er iit ttansan 2 oe 
Ma wisiicndaleis . 3 & _ <, eee oo 10 
See See 12 5l [ot ivnelica oe oe 
Ne iintndsainis 15 85 Se 115 35 
RE  f Ve + tame 45 25 
SS aS 235 45 OEE visieikin do 70 
initia 27 50 + 191 55 
SSE 7 10 rs eee 114 80 
SE ek econ 25 95 
EE iii 25 9D 

| 7 10 


$219 51: 
Total State taxes: 


$219 514 
1,127 12 


to 


$1,127 10 


$1,346 63} 
6549 i Buildings. 


Purchase price of 4 squares of ground now, occupied & 

EE ERAT RE $2,400 00 
Cost of building residence (Bagatelle & Gentilly).--.-. 1,200 00 
Cost of building Bagatelle, Union, Ne Plus Ultra, and 

Ra I ase sunca-srcinusings =o se:inintieninupaitin: Aeadnineinganhiin abelian: waniiiibinas S00 00 
Cost of building on St. Anthony, Bagatelle, Ne Plus Ultra, 
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| __ ERE Sr en ROE OE Tan Oen 
Cost of buildings on Bagatelle, St. Anthony, Be: wregard, 

UNE TID TI he tients cst ot win cs winnie 
Repairs on buildings, spouts, new roof, during 30 years - 
Fencing on the 4 squares, and repairs during 50 years -- 
Cost of clearing 4 squares of stumps, ete., When purchased 
Cost of improvements of grounds, such as hauling earth 


to ground, four time of purchase, and during 50 years, 


say, 1,000 loads, @ 50c., for filling-..--..-.-----_--- 
Cost of 85 orange trees, nursing since planted, 30 years, 
Oe I rites ein nnnntageaadaiian 
Cost of plum and fig trees, nursing, planting, ig oe, 
Cost of flower garden, plants, &c., during 30 years ...--- 
Parings around buildings, garde n, cost of bricks..---- 


Insurance on building during 50 years, say, (@ $30 per 


I ata eeacaeshdennminieiiii-sonncven, etinestapdl Naina 
Cost of cisterns during 20 years, say (@ $40 each ~~~ -- 


Recapit ulation. 


Total amount paid for grounds, cleaning, repairs, fene- 
b | 


SOO OO 


1,000 00 
2.000 00 
900 OO 
400 00 


500 OO 


4,250 00 
300 00 
HW) 0) 
GOO 00 


H00 OO 
d20 OO 


S162 70 OO 


BN I snceiteinen hacen meee vicina imidiaiiaeeda: $16,270 00 


Total amount paid for city taxes from date of purchase -- 
Total amount paid for State taxes from date of purchase 
‘Total amount paid for U.S. taxes from date of purchase 


(Signed) 


2,565 6S 


1,346 633 


10 30 


)4A95 


MARY J. anti 


Levecutriz of Estate Michel Lorenz. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me, this 24th day of April, 


(Signed) 


6350 Motion and Order to Withdraw Certain Documents. 


=xtract from Minutes of June 2d, 1879. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 


Us. No. 3665. 


P. H. Monsseaux et al. 


Kk. SABOURLN, Master. 


On motion of C. E. Schmidt, counsel for A. Rochereau, ordered 
that he have leave to withdraw copy of notarial act marked “C,” 


%? 


and 7 tax receipts marked 
claim of Rochereau. 


filed in evidence with master on 


Bere eo a ye a 


BP pee. es rt eee. 


SE Pe ea ee 


any 


iced ae eee wml 


a 


TT? See gee 


oe ER 


PLOT Pe ET, Fag . 
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6351 Decree vs. Estate of Francois Lacroix. Entered and Filed June 
2d, 1879. 


Marked X °2, U.S. Cireuit Court, No. 8825, offered by @omplainant. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. . No. 3663. 


P. Hl. Moxsseaux etal. a 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 30th day of April, 1879, as regards 
the est. of Francois Lacroix, one of the defendants in the above 
entitled and numbered cause, said report of said mastet having been 
made in virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having 
been filed thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said re- 
port is confirmed and made the judgment of this court. And in 
accordance therewith, and the judgment pro confesso heretofore ren- 
dered and confirmed against said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, 
and decreed that complainant. Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate 
and only child of the said Daniel Clark and universal legatee under 
his last will and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the 
property so claimed and held by the said defendant, to wit: 

The whole of square bounded by Salcedo, Lopez, Orleans, & St. 
Ann streets. 2nd. The whole of square bounded by Rendon, Lopez, 
Orleans, St. Ann streets. 35d. Lots 1, 2, & 3 & 6 to 26, square bounded 
by Toulouse, St. Peter, Second, & Third streets. 4th. Lots 4 to 8 «& 
16 to 24, inclusively, in square bounded by Van Buren, 4th, St. 
Peter, & Toulouse strect-, as per plan of J. A. Bergoural, 24th De- 
cember, 1856. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands 
of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in accordance with said re- 
port it is further ordered and adjudged and decreed that the said 
estate of Francis Lacroix is chargeable to the said complainant, 
Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of fifty-eight thousand six hundred 
& forty-nine ;5,; dollars, with five per cent. per annum interest on 
the sum of thirty-one thousand and three hundred and thirteen 45°) 
dollars from the Ist day of May, 1879, until paid, and that the said 
Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of money, with in- 
terest as aforesaid, and costs. ott 


(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge 
Decree Vs. Jacques P. Moreau. Kutered and Kiled June 2, 1S7?. 
Marked X © ?, U.S. Circuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. . No. 3663. 
P. TH. Monsseaun et al. j | 
This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 28th day of April, 1879, as regards i 
Jacques P. Moreau, one of the defendants in the above entitled and 
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numbered cause, said report of said master having been made in 
virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having been filed 
thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is con- 
firmed and made the judgment of this court. And in accordance 
therewith, and the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered and 
confirmed against said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and de- 
creed that complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and 
only child of the said Daniei Clark and universal legatee under his 
last will and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the property 
so claimed and held by the said defendant, to wit: 

One lot, No. 21, in square bounded by Broad, Dorgenois, Dumaine, 
and St. Phillip streets. Said lot measures 51 feet 5 inches and 6 
lines front on St. Philip street by LOO feet deep. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands 
of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in accordance with said report 
it is further ordered and adjudged and decreed that the said Jacques 
?. Moreau is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, 
in the sum of five hundred & thirty-eight 53, dollars, with five per 
cent. per annum interest on the sum of three hundred and seventy- 
eight dollars from the 8th day of December, 1878; until paid, and 


that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of 


money, with Interest as aforesaid, and costs. 
(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


Decree vs. Widow Wm. Laurans. Entered and Filed June 2d. 1879. 
Marked X © ?, U.S. Cireuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLark GAINES ) 
US. -No. 3665. 


P. H. Monsseaux et al. | 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 28th day of April, 1879, as regards 
Widow Wm. Laurans, one of the defendants in the above entitled 
and numbered cause, said report of said master having been made 
in virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having been 
filed thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said re- 
port is confirmed and made the judgment of this court. And in 
accordance therewith, and the judgment pro confesso heretofore ren- 
dered and confirmed againstsaid defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and 
decreed that complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and 
only child of the said Daniel Clark and universal legatee under his 
last will and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the property 
so claimed and held by the said defendant, to wit: 

Six lots of ground, Nos. 5, 6, 7,8, 9, & 10, in square bounded by 
Ursuline, St. Phillip, Dorgenois, & Broad streets. Lot No. 5 measures 
32 ft. 8 in. & 7 lines front on Broad St. by 126 ft. 10 in. & 3 lines 
deep. Lot 6 measures 52 ft. Sin. & 7 lines front on Broad St. by 126 
ft. 10 in. & 3 lines deep. Lot 7 measures 51 ft. 8 in. 4 lines on Ursu- 
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line St. by 100 ft. deep. Lots 8, 9, 10 measures 51 ft. 8 in. & 5 lines 
on Ursuline St. by 100 ft. deep. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands 
of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in accordance with said report 
it is further ordered and adjudged and decreed that the said Widow 
Wm. Laurans is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark 
Gaines, in the sum of forty-eight hundred and fifty-two 4,5 dollars; 
with five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of twenty-nine 
hundred & eighty-three 7,3, dollars from the first day of April, 1879, 
until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for 
said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


(Signed) EDWARD ©. BILLINGS, Judge. 


Deeree vs. J. B. Mailhe. Entered and Filed June 2d, 1879. 


Marked X © 2, U.S. Cireuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


: Myra CLARK GAINES 
VS. No. 5665. 


P. H. Monsseaux et al. 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 28th day of April, 1879, as regards 
J.B. Mailhe, one of the defendants in the above entitled and num- 
bered cause, said report of said master having been made in virtue 
of an order of this court, and no exception having been filed thereto ; 
and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is confirmed 
and made the judgment of this court. And in accordance there- 
with, and the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered and con- 
firmed against said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and decreed 
that complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and only 


child of the said Daniel Clark and universal legatee under his last: 


will and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the property 
so claimed and held by the said defendant, to wit: 

Two lots, Nos. 19 & 20, in square bounded — Broad, Dumaine, St. 
Phillip, and White streets. Said lots measure each 29 ft. 8 in. & 
7 lines front on Broad street, 29 ft. 9 in. & 4 lines in rear by 100 feet 
deep. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands 
of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in accordance with said re- 
port it is further ordered and adjudged and decreed that the said 
J.B. Mailhe is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, 
in the sum of eleven hundred and eighty-five dollars, with five per 
cent. per annum interest on the sum of eight hundred and _ five 
dollars from the 3d day of March 1879, until paid, and that the 
said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of money, 
with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 
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6352 Decree vs. R. Devoe. Entered and Filed June 2d, 1879. 
Marked X °*®, U.S. Cireuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. 5663. 
P. H. Monsseacx ef al. 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 28th day of April, 1879, as regards 
R. Devoe, one of the defendants in the above entitled and numbered 
cause, said report of said master having been made in virtue of an 
order of this court, and no exception having been filed thereto ; 
and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is confirmed and 
made the judgment of this court. And in accordance therewith, 
and the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered and confirmed 
against said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and decreed that 
complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and only child of 
the said Daniel Clark and universal legatee under his last will and 
testament, is justly and lawully entitled to the property so claimed 
and held by the said defendant, to wit : 

One lot of ground, No. 2, in square Van Buren, Fourth, Dumaine, 
& Bellechasse streets. Said lot measures 31 ft. 2 in. & 7 lines on 
Bellechasse St. by a depth of 26 ft. 9 in. and 6 lines on line of lot 


No. l. and 142 ft. 9 in. & 3 lines on line of lot No. 3. 


And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands 
of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in accordance with said report 
it is further ordered and adjudged and decreed that the said R. 
Devoe is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in 
the sum of eight hundred and eighty-three 9) dollars, with five per 
cent. per annum interest on the sum of five hundred and eleven 49, 
dollars from the 10th day of April, 1879, until paid, and that the said 
Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of money, with in- 
terest as aforesaid, and costs. 


(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 
Decree vs. Julian Dunaud. Entered and Filed June 2d, 1879. 
Marked X °?, U.S. Cireuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. - No. 3663. 


P. H. Monsseaux et al. 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 28th day of April, IS79, as regards 
Julian Dunaud, one of the defendants in the above entitled and 
numbered cause, said report of said master having been made in 
virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having been filed 
thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is con- 
firmed and made the judgment of this court. And in accordance 
therewith, and the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered and con- 
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firmed against said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and decreed 
that complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and only 
child of the said Daniel Clark and universal leg: itee under his last 
will and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the property SO 
claimed and held by the said defendant, to wit: 

Two lots of ground, Nos. 2 & 29, in square bounded by Orleans, St. 
Ann, White, and Broad streets. Lot No. 2 measures 30 ft. 5 in. & 
7 lines front on St. Ann street by 86 ft. 9 in. & 3 lines deep. Lot 
No. 29 measures 30 ft. 4 in. & 7 lines front on Orles ans street by 86 
ft. 9 in. & 5 lines deep. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands 
of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in accordance with said report 
it is further ordered and adjudged and deereed that the said Julian 
Dunaud is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, 
in the sum of sixteen hundred and seventy-nine dollars, with five 
per cent. per annum interest on the sum of sixteen hundred and 
seventy-nine dollars from the 25d day of April, 1879, until paid, and 


that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of 


money , with inte rest as aforesaid, and costs. 


(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


Decree vs. Widow Raymond Locoul. Entered and Filed June 2d, 1879. 
Marked X “© ?, U.S. Cireuit Court, No. 8855, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLARK GAINES \ 
vs. > No: 5663. 
P. Hl. Monssraux et al. j 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 29th day of April, 1879, as regards 
Widow Raymond Locoul, one of the defendants in the above en- 
titled and numbered cause, said report of said master having been 
made in virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having 
been filed thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said 
report is confirmed and made the judgment of this court. And in 
accordance therewith, and the judgment pro confesso heretofore ren- 
dered and confirmed against said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, 
and decreed that complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate 
and only child of the said Daniel Clark and universal legatee under 
his last will and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the 
property so claimed and held by the said defendant, to wit: 

Three lots of ground, Nos. 31, 32, & 33, in square bounded by 
Broad, Dorgenois, St. Ann, & Dumaine street-. Said lots measure 
30 feet front on St. Ann street by 100 feet deep. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that said 


defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands ‘ 


of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in accordance with said report 
it is further ordered and adjudged and decreed that the said Widow 
Raymond Locoul is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark 
Gaines, in the sum of thirty- -one hundred and five ;%°5 dollars, with 
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five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of eighteen hundred 
& twenty-seven dollars from the 20th day of December, 1875, until 
paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said 
sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


(Signed) KDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 
Decree vs. Victor Demoruelle. Entered and Filed June 2d, 1879. 
Marked X © ®, U.S. Circuit Court, No. $825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. . No. 3663. 
P. HH. Monssraux et al. J 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 28th day of April, 1879, as regards 
Victor Demoruelle, one of the defendants in the above entitled and 
numbered cause, said report of said master having been made in 
virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having been filed 
thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is con- 
firmed and made the judgment of this court. And in accordance 
therewith, and the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered and 
confirmed against said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and de- 
creed that complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and 
only child of the said Daniel Clark and universal legatee under his 
last will and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the property 
so claimed and held by the said defendant, to wit: 

‘One lot, No. 21,in square bounded by Broad, White, Dumaine, and 
St. Phillip streets. Said lot measures 29 ft. 8 in. & 7 lines in front 
on Broad street by 100 feet deep. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands 
of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in accordance with said report 
it is further ordered and adjudged and decreed that the said Victor 
Demoruelle is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark 
Gaines, in the sum of four hundred and one {°° dollars, with five 
per cent. per annum interest on the sum of two hundred and ninety- 
six %°y dollars from the Sth day of April, 1879, until paid, and that 
the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of money, 
with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


(Signed) KDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 
6353 Deerce vs. Adele Mongot. Entered and Filed June 2d, 1879. 
Marked X °*, U.S. Cireuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 
Myra CLARK GAINES: ) 
vs. > No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux et al. | 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 25th day of April, 1879, as regards 
Adele Mongot, one of the defendants in the above entitled and num- 
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bered cause, said report of said master having been made in virtue 
of an order of this court, and no exception having been filed thereto; 


and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is confirmed and | 


made the judgment of this court ; and in accordance therewith and 
the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered and confirmed against 
said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and decreed that complain- 
ant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and only child of the said 
Daniel Clark and universal leg atee under his last will and testa- 


ment, is justly and lawfully entitled to the property so claimed and: 


held by the said defendant, to Wit: 

One lot, No. 5, in square bounded [by] Salcedo, Gayoso, Du- 
maine, and St. Ann streets. Said lot measures 31 ft. 5 in. & 5 lines 
front on Dumaine street by 100 feet in depth and front on Saleedo 
street. ; 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and deeree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands 
of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in accordance with said report 
it is further ordered and adjudged and decreed that the said Adele 
Mongot is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, 
in the sum of seven hundred and seve nty -vight &4; dollars with five 
per cent. per annum interest on the sum of four hundred and sixty- 
four $°— dollars from the 26th day of November, 1878, until paid, 
and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum 
of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. - 


(Signed ) EDWARD ©. BILLINGS, Judge. 
Decree vs. L. J. Ie. Mace. Entered and Filed June 2d, 1879. 


Marked X °?, U.S. Cireuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. > No. 3663. 
P. If. Monsseaux et al. 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 28th day of April, 1879, as regards L. 
J. Ik. Mace, one of the defendants’ in’ the above entitled and num- 
bered cause, said report of said master having been made in virtue 
of an order of this court, and no exception having been filed thereto ; 
and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is confirmed and 
made the judgment of this court; and in accordance therewith, and 
the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered and confirmed against 
said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and decreed that complain- 
ant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and only child of the said 
Daniel Clark and universal legatee under his last will and _ testa- 
ment, is justly and lawfully entitled to the property so claimed and 
held by the said defendant, to wit : 

Two lots of ground, Nos. 14 & 15, in square bounded by Caron- 
delet walk, Toulouse, White, and Broad streets, as per plan of J. A. 
Ber gerol. } 

And the court doth farther order, adjudge, and decree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands 
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of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in accordance with said report 
it is further ordered and adjudged and deereed that the said L. J. 
I. Mace is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, 
in the sum of twenty-seven hundred and fifty-one jj) dollars, with 
five per cent. per annutn interest on the sum of sixteen hundred & 
fourteen 555 dollars from the 6th day of April, 1879, until paid, and 
that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of 
money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 
(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


Decree vs. Widow William Moran. Entered and Filed June 2d, 1879. 
Marked X °?, U.S. Cireuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs No. 3665. 


P. H. Monsseaux et atch 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 25th day of April, 1879, as regards 
Widow William Moran, one of the defendants in the above entitled 
and numbered cause, said report of said master having been made 
in virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having been 
filed thereto ; and thereupon, in ‘consideration thereof, said report is 
confirmed and made the judgment of this court. And in accord- 
ance therewith it is further ordered and adjudged and decreed that 
the said Widow William Moran is chargeable to the said complain- 
ant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of thirty-seven hundred and 
fifty-two ;°,5 dollars, with five per cent. per annum interest on the 
sum of twenty-three hundred & eighty-four dollars from the 3d day 
of January, 1879, until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines 
have execution for said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, 
and costs. 

(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


Decree vs. Mrs: Adeline Monsseaux, Test. Keer of Est. P. I. Monsseaux. 
Entered and Filed June 2d, 1879. 


Marked X °?, U.S. Cireuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
Us. » No. 3663. 
P. H. Mownsseaux ef al. 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 50th day of April, 1879, and excep- 
tions filed thereto as regards Mrs. Adeline Monsseaux, test. executor 
of est. P. H. Monsseaux, one of the defendants in the above entitled 
and numbered cause, said report of said master having been made 
in virtue of an order of this court, and the same was argued by 
counsel ; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is con- 
firmed and made the judgment of this court. And in accordance 
with said report it is further ordered and adjudged and decreed that 
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the said Mrs. Adeline Monsseaux, test. exe’tor of est. P. TH. Mons- 
seaux, is chargerble to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in 
the sum of twelve hundved and ninety-five 445 dollars, with five per 
cent. per annum interest on the sum of eight hundred and nine 75 
dollars from the 30th day of April, 1878, until paid, and that the 
said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of money, with 
interest as aforesaid, and costs. | 


(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. T 
6354 Deerce vs. Henri Carriere. Entered and Filed June 2d, 1879. 
Marked X © ®, U.S. Circuit Court, No. 8525, offered by Complainant. | 
Myra CLark GAINES ) . | 
Us, » No. 5663. 


P. H. Monssreavx et al. \ 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 28th day of April, 1879, as regards 


Slenst Carriere, one of the defendants in the above entitled and | 
numbered cause, said report of said master having been made in 
virtue of an order of this court,and no exceptions having been filed | 


thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is con- 
firmed and made the judgment of this court; and in accordance 
therewith it is further ordered and adjudged and decreed that the 
said Henri Carriere is chargeable to the said complainant, My ra 
Clark Gaines, in the sum of fifty -four hundred and thirty-eight ; 

dollars, with five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of ihe. 
two hundred and twenty-seven ;%°% dollars from the 5d day of April, 
1879, until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execu- 
tion for said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


(Signed) . KDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


[Written across the face:] This judgement has been satisfied in 
full, principally interest & costs, by private act of agreement be- 
tween complainant and defendant. W. Reed Mills, solicitor of M. 
C. Gaines. <Aug’t 5, 1879. 


Decree vs. Florville Foy. Entered and Filed June 2d, 1879. 
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Marked X © ?, U.S. Cireuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. { 
Myra CLAnK GAINES 1 > 
vs. No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux et al. | 
This cause came on to be further heard upon the re port of Ernest | 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 29th day of. April, 1S79, as regards 


F lorville Foy, one of the defendants in the above entitled and num- 
bered cause, said report of said master having been made in virtue 
of an order of this court, and no exceptions having been filed 
thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is con- 
firmed and made the judgment of this court; and in accordance 
therewith it is further ordered and adjudged and decreed that the 
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said Florville Foy is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra 
Clark Gaines, in the sum of seventeen thousand two hundred and 
twenty-one ;%5, dollars, with five per cent. per annum interest on 
the sum of twelve thousand six hundred and thirty-three 44,°5 dol- 
lars from the 3d day of March, 1879, until paid, and that the said 
Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of money, with in- 
terest as aforesaid, and costs. 
(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


Decree vs. Widow A. Lanusse. Entered and Filed June 2d, 1879. 


Marked X °2, U.S. Cireuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 
7 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
Us ® a No. oi io. 


P. H. Monsseaux ef al. | 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 29th day of April, 1879, as regards 
Widow A. Lanusse, one of the defendants in the above entitled and 
numbered cause, said report of said master having been made in 
virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having been filed 
thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is con- 
firmed and made the judgment of this court; and the court doth 
further order, adjudge, and decree that said defendant do forthwith 
surrender all of said property into the hands of the said Myra 
Clark Gaines; and in accordance therewith it is further ordered and 
adjudged and decreed that the said Widow A. Lanusse is chargea- 
ble to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of nine- 
ty-two hundred and forty-three +45 dollars, with five per cent. per 
annum interest on the sum of fifty-three hundred and thirty-four 
jf; dollars from the 28th day of April, 1579, until paid, and that 
the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of money, 
with interest as aforesaid, and costs. ; 

(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


Decree vs. Albin Soulie. Entered and Filed June 2d, 1879. 
Marked X °*, U.S. Cireuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. - No. 3668. 


P. Hl. Monsseaux ef al. J 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 12th day of April, 1879, and execep- 
tions filed thereto as regards Albin Soulie, one of the defendants 
in the above entitled and numbered cause, said report of said master 
having been made in virtue of an order of this court, and the same 
argued by counsel; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said 
report is confirmed and made the judgment of this court; and the 
court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that said defendant 
do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands of the 
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sald Myra Clark Gaines; and in accordance therewith it is further or- 
dered and adjudged and decreed that the said Albin Soule is 
chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum 
of twenty thousand two hundred and fifty-one 4\y%5 dollars, with five 
per cent. per annum interest on the sum of fourteen thousand SIX 
hundred and eighty-one 55,4; dollars from the 51st day of December, 
1877, until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execu- 
tion for said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


(Signed) EDWARD CG. BILLINGS, Judge. 
6355 Deerce vs. Joseph Abadie. Entered and Filed June 2d, 1879 
Marked X © ?, U.S. Cireuit Court, No. 8525, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLARK “GAINES 
Us. No. 35665. 
>t Memes De 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 25th day of April, 1S79, & exec ptions 
filed thereto as regards Joseph Abs ie, one of the defendants in the 
above entitled and numbered cause, said report of said master hav- 
ing been made in virtue of an order of this court, and the same 
argued by counsel; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said re- 
port Is confirmed and made the judgment of this court. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and deerce that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands 
of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in aceordance therewith, it is 
further ordered and adjudged and decreed that the said Joseph Aba- 
die is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the 
sun of fifty-four 7% dollars, with five per cent. per annum interest 
on the sum of fifty-four 6, dollars, from the 31st day of May, 1877, 
until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have e xecution for 
said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


(Signed) KDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


Decree vs. Barthelemy Morere. Entered and Filed June 3d, 1879. 
Marked X © ®, U.S. Circuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLARK (HAINES ) 
vs. -No. 3663. 


P. IL. Monsseaux et als. j 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 29th day of April, 1879, as regards 
jarthelemy Morere, one of the defendants in the above entitled and 
numbered cause, said report of said master having been made in 
virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having been filed 
thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report 1s con- 
firmed and made the judgment of this court; and in accordance 
therewith, and the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered and 
confirmed against said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and decreed 
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that complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and only 
child of the said Daniel Clark and universal legatee under his last 
will and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the property so 
claimed and held by the said defendant, to wit: Ist. Four lots of 
ground in square bounded by Broad, St. Ann, Dorgenois, & Dumaine 
streets, and numbered 20, 21, 22, & 23. Said lots measure each OL ft. 
3 in. & 6 lines front on Dumaine St. by 100 ft. in depth. 2nd. Lots 
20, 21, 22, 25, & 24 in square bounded by Broad, St. Phillip, Ursuline, 
Bellechase, & White Sts., and measure each 31 ft. 7 in. front on St. 
Philip street by 100 feet in depth. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree thiat said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands 
‘of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in accordance with said report 
it is further ordered and adjudged and deereed that the said Bar- 
thelemy Morere is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark 
Gaines, in the sum of twelve thousand twe hundred ,°y dollars, 
with five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of seven thousand 
three hundred & sixty-five ;jly dollars from the Ist day of May, 
1S79, until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execu- 
tion for said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


(Signed) EDWARD ©. BILLINGS, Judge. 


Decree vs. Margaret McLaughlin. Entered and Filed June 3d, 1879. 


Marked X © *, U.S. Circuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
v -No. 3665. 


s. 
P. Hf. Monsseaux et al.) 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 29th day of April, IS79, as regards 
Margaret McLaughlin, one of the defendants in the above entitled 
and numbered cause, said report of said master having been made 
in virtue of an order of this court, and no exception haying been 
filed thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is 
confirmed and made the judgment of this court; and in accordance 
therewith, and the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered and 
confirmed against said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and decreed 
that complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and only 
child of the said Daniel Clark and universal legatee under his last 
will and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the property so 
claimed and held by the said defendant, to wit: One lot of ground, 
No. 34, in square bounded by Dumaine, Dorgenois, Broad, & St. Ann 
streets. Said lot measures 31 ft. 5 in. & 5 lines front on St. Ann 
street by 162 ft. 10 inches & 5 lines deep. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands 
of the said Myra Clark Gaines; and in accordance with said report, 
it is further ordered and adjudged and decreed that the said Mar- 
garet McLaughlin is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra 
Clark Gaines, in the sum of fifteen hundred and ninety-nine /j;°) 
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dollars, with five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of thirteen 
hundred and eighty-four dollars from the 14th day of April, 1879, 
until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for 
said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 

(Signed) KDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


Decree vs. Mrs. J. B. Marmonget. Entered and Filed June 3d, 1879. 
Marked X © ?, U.S. Circuit Court, No. $825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
No. 36653. 


vs. 
P. Hl. Monsseaux ef al. § 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 28th day of April, 1879, as regards 
Mrs. J. B. Marmonget, one of the defendants in the above entitled 
and numbered cause, said report of said master having been made 
in virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having been 
filed thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is 
confirmed and madé the judgment of this court; and in accordance 
therewith, and the judgment pro confessc heretofore rendered and 
confirmed against said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and de- 
creed that complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and 
only child of the said Daniel Clark and universal legatee under his 
last will and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the prop- 
erty so claimed and held by the said defendant, to wit: | 

Four lots of ground, Nos. 5, 4, 5, & 6, in square bounded by Du- 
maine, St. Phillip, Broad, & Dorgenois streets, as per plan of J. A. 
Bergourol, dated 24th December, 1854. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands 
of the said Myra Clark Gaines; and in accordance with said report 
it is further ordered and adjudged and decreed that the said Mrs. 
J. %. Marmonget is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark 
Gaines, in the sum of sixty-seven hundred and fifty-three >3 5 dollars, 
with five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of sixty-seven 
hundred and fifty-three ;3,5 dollars from the 30th day of April, 
1879, until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have exe- 
cution for said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 
(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


6356 Decree vs. Pierre Lamarlere. Entered and Filed June 3d, 1879 
Marked X © *, U.S. Cireuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLARK GAINES . 
vs. 


No. 36683. 
P. H. Monsseaux et al. J 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 28th day of April, 1879, as regards 
Pierre Lamarlere, one of the defendants in the above entitled and 
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numbered cause, said report of said master having been made in 
virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having been 
filed thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report 
is confirmed and made the judgment of this court; and in accord- 
ance therewith, and the judgment pro confesse heretofore rendered 
and confirmed against said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and 
decreed that complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and 
only child of the said Daniel Clark and universal legatee under his 
last will and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the prop- 
erty so claimed and held by the said defendant, to wit: 

‘Two lots of ground, Nos. 8 & 9, in square bounded by Bellechase, 
Salcedo, Dumaine, and Gayoso streets. Said lots measure each 351 
ft. 5 in. & 6 lines front on Dumaine street, by 100 ft. deep, lot No. 
9? forming the corner of Dumaine & Gayoso streets. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands 
of the said) Myra Clark Gaines; and in accordance with said report 
it is further ordered, and adjudged, and decreed that the said Pierre 
Lamarlere is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, 
in the sum of thirteen hundred and forty-eight {63 dollars, with 
live per cent. per annum interest on the sum of thirteen hundred and 
forty-eight ,° dollars from the 29th day of April, 1879, until paid, 
and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum 
of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 

(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


Deeree vs. Widow B. Durocher. Entered and Filed June 3d, 1879. 
Marked X © ?, U.S. Cireuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant, 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
» No. 3663. 


Us. 
P. H. Monsseauyx et al.) 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 28th day of April, 1S79, as regards 
Widow B. Durocher, one of the defendants in the above entitled and 
numbered cause, said report of said master having been made in 
virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having been filed 
thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is con- 
firmed and made the judgment of this court; and in accordance 
therewith, and the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered and 
confirmed against said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and de- 
creed that complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and 
only child of the said Daniel Clark and universal legatee under his 
last will and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the prop- 
erty so claimed and held by the said defendant, to wit: 

‘Two lots of ground, Nos. 28, & 29, in square bounded by Broad 
Toulouse, St. Peter, and Dorgenois streets. Said lots measure each 
31 ft. 3 in. and 6 lines front on Toulouse street by 100 feet deep. 

And the court-doth further order, adjudge, and decree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands 


So ae 
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of the said Myra Clark Gaines; and in accordance with said report 
it is further ordered, and adjudged, and decreed that the said Widow 
B. Durocher is chargeable to the said complainant, Mvra Clark 
Gaines, in the sum of fourteen hundred and thirty-three ;%%5 dol- 
lars, with five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of eleven 
hundred and ninety ,j,3, dollars from the 50th day of April, 1879, 
until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for 
said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


6357 Report of Master in Chancery as to Joseph de Fuentes. Filed June 
dth, 1879. Marked XN C?, No. 8825, offered ’*hby Complainant 
Aug’t 18, 1880. 


Circuit Court of the United States for the Fifth Cireuit and District 
of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES \ 
. VS. No. 3663 


P. H. Monsseaux et al. \ 


In the matter of account between the complainant and Joseph de 
Fuentes, one of the defendants. 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States 
for the fifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the - 
above case by an order of this honorable court of the — day of 
187-, having examined. the testimony on file, and from the office of 
the register of conveyances of the parish of Orleans, and from wit- 
nesses cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has the honor to 
report as “follows: 

That under the orders of this honorable court of the 7th & 12th 
May, 1877, he was required to take an account of the vearly rents and 
protits or value for use accrued and accruing from the property de- 
scribed since the same came into the possession of the defendant. 
Said property consists of one square of ground situated in the sec- 
ond district of the City of New Orleans, bounded by Dupre or 5th, 
Gayoso or 4th St., St. Ann, and Dumaine streets. This property was 
acquired by the defendant by purchase at sheriff’s sale on the 14th 
September, 1861, in the suit of Pierre Duverges vs. his creditors, No. 
5720 of the docket of the second district court of the parish of Or- 
leans, recorded in book 86, fo. 112, in the conveyance office. From 
the evidence before the master it is shown that the present improve- 
ments were placed on this property by the defendant in 1867 at a 
cost, as shown by defendant’s account, of $118.50. The filling of 
the lots is shown to have cost $2,000. The present estimated value 
of the improvements is shown to be 86,650. The master therefore 
assumes as their average value since the time of their erection 

$10,250, and considers $1,000 per year for rental value as a 
6358 fair average. It is shown that taxes, both city and State, 

have boon paid by the defendant on the property while im- 
proved of $2,572.37. 
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The master will therefore allow complainant against defendant a 
yearly rental of $1,000 from the 14th April, 1867, to the present day, 
with 5 per cent. interest on the total of each year’s rental, defendant 
to be credited with 5 per cent. interest on the average value of the 
improvements during the same period of time. Defendant is also 
allowed credit for the taxes paid by him, with 5% interest from the 
various dates of payment during said period of time. As there is 
no evidence to show the rental value of this property previous to 
14th April, 1867, the master will con- it as unimproved, and will 
allow 5 per cent. per annum net on its value from the 14th Septem- 
ber, 1861, to 14th April, 1867, with 5 per cent. interest on each year’s 
rent. ‘The master has endeavored to conform to the judgements of 
this honorable court of the 6th & 7th day of January, 1879, as ren- 
dered in the cases of H. Larquié and others, defendants in this 
cause. 


Rent. 


Rent of property from 14th April, 67, to 14 April, 79, (@ 
$1,000 per year, & for 12 vears --.. ...--.----..---. $12,000 00 


Interest on Rent. 


Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
1,000 00 11 yrs. 9% 5 5V 
1,000 00 _ % 500 OO 
1,000 Q « “ 450 00 
1,000 Sg . 400° 00 
1,000 ” oO OO 
1,000 Gg. “ 300 O00 
1,000 — _* ” 250 OO 
1,000 . 58 200) OO 
1,000 _* . 150 00 
1,000 Q « “ 100 00 
1,000 aha . 50 00 
1,000 
Rent_- $12,000 00 Interest._........ 3,300 00 
EE ht eRe eee Le Tae ene ni ari $15,500 00 
6359 Rent or Value for Use. 
Senses Be. Fe, 0008 MM IGE Pet... nn sca ntindnenn tens $12,350 00 
70 per cent. of which would be the value of the property 
OE UE dindaii nccinenpd sintincen 0 < uns ecounts gah ee ade gedaan 


Rent at the rate of 5 per cent. on value would be $452. 
per year, and from the 14th Sept., ’61, to l4th Sey 
FE, © PO vaccniccnccnn cons cacunieenecon sce $2,593 50 


25 
.. 
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‘ 
| 
j Rent. Time, Rate. Interest. 
432 25 164 y’rs. 5% 356 40 
‘ 432 25 151 ‘do. . 334 80 
i 452 25 14! do. " 313 20 
¢ 452 25 133 do. 5 291 60 
432 25 123 do. " 270 OO 
{ 452 25 113 «clo. 7 248 40 
: 432 25 
Rent ~~ $2,593 50 a ee 
I sks iaitace cage sal ool sictdiunie: anlcleiae niet es -.. $4,407 90 
City and State Taxes and Interest. 
Yeur. City. State. Total. Time. tute, Interest, 
1867 112 50 46 ST 159 37 91 y’rs. D% 87 65 
6S 270 OO = =274 50 D4 50 10 do. [ 272 2o 
69 . do2 D0 LOD OO dt DD % «lo. 7 196 S7 
70 280 0O 203 00 483 00 8 do. . 195 20 
"al jo OO 258 OO 988 00 .7 do. - 205 SO 
73 360 OO mee a 560 00 6 do. ' 108 50 
City. 1,685 00 
a Pe SSS7 37 
IE iscsi ccdilindin acini ee Toe 
I insecticide iian AAT aaa __ $1,063 77 
Improvements. 
The value of the improvements, say $10,250.00, interest 
on same from Ap'l, ’67, to Ap’l, 79, 12 years, (@ 5 per 
Is sins ti ssc eink i diet gical cia ie icone ~ $6,150 OO 
6360 Recapitulation. 
ee Gis: BUNS caiccinaay ek naiedind £5 RIO NE © 2,593 50 
OO ME ET 
ee SR eae eee 12,000 00 
ee IE, ee F 


S19,707 90 


o 


Less— 


City & State (0568... nce sone a silo deb ieatilanieagiai 2,012 36 
a it a ae 1,065 77 


Interest on improvements .--.---------.-.. 6,150 00 


Balance Gue compiainatt.......csc<.assucssscccs SORRE 76 
Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) J. WARD GURLEY, Jr., 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, May 23d, ’79. 


THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS Vs. MYRA CLARK GAINES. O13] 


Testimony Filed with Report. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
VE. - No. 56638. 
P. I. Monsseaux ef als. | 
26 Fep’ry, 1879. 
Before J. W. Gurley, Jr., master in chancery. 


In the matter of Jos. de Fuentas, one of the defendants, represented 
> 


by Mr. H. KE. Upton. 


Said defendant was subpcened by the master to be at his office, 
No. 47 Camp street, to-day, at 12 m., & failing to appear at said 
hour, and it now being 3 past 12, said cause is taken up in the 
absence of said defendant, said solicitor being present. The com- 
plainant represented by W. R. Mills. 


J. W. Davis, sworn: 


[ have examined the property of the defendant. [ consider the 
total value of the ground and improvements to be $10,000, the im- 
provements are worth 3 that amount; that is, if they remain w-ere 
they are. If removed, one-half of said value, that —, $5,555.353. 

By Mr. Upron: 

Q. Of what does the improvements consist ? 

A. Of a raise- frame cottage house, kitchen, and about eight other 
buildings, consisting of stables, outhouses, Ke. 

Q. What do you estimate the value of the frame cottage ? 
6361 A. My estimate was made on it as a whole, taking the im- 
provements as they stand, believing that to be a faired esti- 
mate than to take them in detail. 

Q. What do — estimate the frame house to have cost; it was 
built in 1867? 

A. About $4,000 or $4,500. 

Q. What do you estimate the value of the kitchen? State in full. 

A. I estimate it to have cost, at the same period, S600, 

Q. And the remaining buildings & outhouses. 

A. I should place them at $3,000 or $5,500. 


Defendant specially offers in evidence the sworn statement of de- 
fendant filed in this cause on the 20th November, 1877, and also 
specially the testimony of L. H. Pilié & J. A. d’TLemecourt, Chas. L. 
Fuentes, W. C. O’Brien, J. MeVittie, B. S. Hanesin, Rob’t. Graff, 
filed in this cause on the 20th November, 1877. 

This case then closed. 

In the matter of Widow A. Lanusse, represented by H. E. Upton, 

Esq. 

J. W. Davis, sworn for complainant, subject to the same objection 

as heretofore made by defendant: 


I have examined the property of defendant. 
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Solicitor for complainant take- the estimate as made by Master 
Gurley’s report, filed November 16th, 1877, as to improvements and 
submits the case. 

Solicitor for defendant offers the same evidence, account, & doeu- 
ments as was offered and filed before Master Gurley in the former 
tract of this cause and submits the case on the same. 

In the matter of 8S. P. Wiltz. 

Mr. Upton states, in behalf of Mr. McConnell, that he, Mr. MeCon- 
nell, notified Mr. Wiltz to appear before the master, as his cause was 
fixed for trial, and that he. Wiltz, stated in substance that he would 


tuke no further interest in the-same. | ; 
(Signed) J. WARD GURLEY, Master. 


6362 Report of Chas. S. Rice, Master, as to Fees of EF. Sabourin, Mas- 
ter. Filed June 5th, 1879. Marked XX VII, offered by Com- 
plainant in No. 8825, Sept’b’r 2nd, 1880. | 


Circuit Court of the United States, District of Louisiana. In Equity. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. - No. 3668. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. rf 


To the honorable the judges of the cireuit court of the United States 
for the fifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, master, to whom, by order of this honorable 
court dated the 3d day of June, 1879 (hereto attached as part of 
this report), reference was made, for the purpose of fixing the fees and 
costs of Ernest Sabourin, master, for his reports on metes and bounds 
and fruits and revenues as against the following-named defendants, 
to wit, A. M. Agalasto, Fillette Bonseigneur, F. T. Bigot, Jos. Cas- 
tenado, Murille Cheval, Widow F. J. J. Rendy, Mrs. Ellen Phillips, 
Henry Peter, Mrs. Celine Ravenat, Jean P. Siffrent, Isadore I. Pin- 
sard, John Johnson, F. Roumien, Madame A. Bazanae, I. F. Rendon, 
Heirs of Michel Lorenz, beg leave to report as follows : 

By most of the reports filed by Mr. Sabourin it appears that the 
defendants were either not found or were not represented at the in- 
vestigation had by him, master, and resulting in the reports by him 
filed, rendering it, therefore, necessary for said master to ascertain 
by witnesses and other methods, as in his several reports appears, 
the matters on which he was required to report. 


After examining said reports | have concluded, and so fix and, 


recommend, that he be allowed fees and costs as to each of said de- 
fendants, as suggested by himself at the foot’of each of said reports, 
as follows: 


For the report as to— 


ig ek I sini sntibasicrstlinlepnbicneiisieeaiiiiataalitile alasias scala $150 00 
Fillette Bonseigneur___- ..------ seniinligadisindiuipants mess hie ISO O00 


ss a es ite iu adele 180 OU 


A 
i 


hal 


A ee A a a i 


o> 


LA LS Uy eae St 
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I i cicin niin dies ae al 130 00 
pO ae ee rn aera eee eee 130 00 
ee Fn Be A NS ok. o< cnr eee 
Mrs. Ellen Phillips ccsauts eutenar danse ai ee 155 OO 
ee eA 
A, CIE oo ces ccerss mnt ad cannes ee 
I ii ence eeerec wen 130 00 
Isadore FE. Pinssard ...--- -- nw /sdeaiiui ae te ae aoe 180 00 
sen esiiewesmieniene ee Ole ee aoe 130 00 
a sumainaniemanne ge ie Os 1SO OO 
NN EEE DE ENE — 
EDL EE ERIE eS 155 0O 
Sees GF Des MOUND. ... oe cndiaviuis eed eee 350 00 


All of which is respectfully submitted. 
‘CHARLES 8S. RICE, Master. 
New Orleans, June 4th, 187%. 


Order Attached. 
April Term, A. D. 187%. 


New Or.EANS, Third day of June, 1879. 
Court met pursuant to adjournment. 
Present: The Honorable E. C. Billings, judge. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
) vs. No. 3663. 


P. H. Monsseavux ed —. 


On motion of W. Reed Mills, solicitor of complainant, it is ordered 
that the fees and costs of Ernest Sabourin, master, for his report 
on metes and bounds and fruits and revenues in the causes against 
the defendants, A. M. Agalasto, Felette Bonseigneur, IF. T. Bigot, 
Jos. Castenado, Murillo Cheval, Widow F. J. J. Rénoyv, Mrs. Ellen 
Phillips, Henry Peter, Mrs. Celine Ravanat, Jean P. Siffrent, Isadore 
Kk. Pinsard, John Johnson, I. Romien, Madam <A. Bazanae, F. F. 
Rendon, Heirs of Michel Lorenz, be referred to Chas. 8. Rice, master, 
to fix and determine. 

CLERK'S OFFICE. 

I certify the foregoing to be a true copy from the original record 
in this office. 

Witness my hand and seal of said court at the City of New Or- 
leans this 4th day of June, 1879. 

[SEAL.] I. B. VINOT, 
Dep y Clerk. 


5134 THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES, 


Motion and Order Promoligating the Report of C. S. Rice, Master. 
Entered and Filed June 6th, 1879, 


United States Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
rs. > No. 3663. 
P. LH. MonsSEAUX et als. 


6364 On motion of W. Reed Mills, on behalf of EF. Sabourin, it 
is ordered that the report of Charles S. Rice, master, of the 
4th June, 1879, filed on the 5th June, 1879, on fees of FE. Sabourin, 
the master herein, as to Alex. M. Agalesto, Fillette Bonseigneur, F. 
T. Bigot, Joseph Castenedo, Murville Cheval, Widow F. J. J. Rénoy, 
Mrs. Ellen Phillips, Henry Peter, Mrs. Celine Ravanet, Jean P. Sif- 
frent, Isadore E. Pinsard, John Johnson, IF’. Roumien, Madame A. 
Bazanac, FF. F. Rendon, and Heirs Michel Lorenz, defendants in 
the above-entitled cause, and in consideration whereof it is ordered, 
adjudged, and decreed that the said report be promologated, ap- 
proved, and made the judgment of this court. 
It is further ordered that said FE. Sabourin have execution against 
the said respective and several defendants for the amounts respect- 
ively and severally set forth in said report. 


Motion and Order Fixing the lees of Chas. S. Rice, Master. Filed June 
Wh, UST. Marked NX VIII, U.S.C. C., No. 8825, offered by Com- 
plainant 2nd Sep'ember, 1880. 


United States Circuit Court, Dist. of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Us. No. 3663. 


P. H. Monsseaux, 


On motion of E. Sabourin, on suggesting that on the 18th Mareh, 
25d May, and oth of June, 1879, Charles S. Rice, master in chan- 
eery, made and filed under three several orders of reference to him 
in the above-entitled suit three reports fixing and determining the 
fees of I. Sabourin, as master, against the several defendants in 
said suit named in the said orders of reference, and that said reports 
of Charles 8. Rice have been approved by this honorable court, and 
the compensation of said Master Rice should now be fixed— 

[t is ordered that a fee of one hundred dollars be, and is‘hereby, 
allowed Charles 8. Rice for each of the reports on the fees of E. Sa- 
hourin made and filed by him on the 18th of March, 23d of May, 
and 5th of June, 1879. 

June 9th, 1879. 

(S'g’d) EDWARD C:. BILLINGS, Judge. 
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6565 Motion and Order Fixing the Fees of Chas. S. Rice, Master. 
Filed June 9th, 1879. Marked XX VIII, US. C. C., offered by 
Complainant 2nd September, 1580.’ 


United States Circuit Court, Dist. of Louisiana. - 


Myra CLarK GAINES 
Vs. No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux ef al. 


On motion of E. Sabourin, on suggesting that on the 18th of 
June, 1878, Chas. S. Rice, master in chancery, made and filed under 
order of reference to him in the above-entitled suit a report fixing 
and determining the fees of I. Sabourin, master, against the several 
defendants in said suit named in the said order of reference, and 
that said report of C.S. Rice has been approved by this honorable 
court, and the compensation of said Master Rice should now be 
fixed— 

It is ordered that a fee of three hundred and fifty dollars be, and 1s 
hereby, allowed said C. 8. Rice. for said report on the fees of I. Sa- 
bourin, filed by him on the 18th Jane, 1878. 

June 9th, 1879. 

(S’o"d) KDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


Pro Confesso against Certain Defendants. 
Kxtract from Minutes, June 9th, 1879. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
: vs. > No. 3663. 


P. H. Mownsstaux et al. J 


On motion of Wm. Reed Mills, solicitor for complainant, and on 
suggesting to the court that the following-named defendants have 
neglected to file answers, pleas, or demurrers to the said bill of com- 
plaint and to make full discovery, it is ordered that said bill be 
taken pro confesso against Mrs. J. C. de St. Romes as to square 45, 
hounded by Lopez, Salcedo, St. Peter, and Orleans; also 10 lots in 
square 16, bounded by St. Phillip, Bellechasse, Dumaine, Gayoso, 
and Dupree; L. Atenet, square 15, bounded by Salcedo, Gayoso, 
Dumaine, and Bellechasse; J. 2B. Robertson, lots 12 and 13, in 

square 20, bounded by Broad, Dorgenois, Dumaine, and St. 
6366 Ann; Mrs. Michel or Micher Mulier, square 30, bounded by 

Hagan avenue, Lopez, Orleans, and St. Ann; Francis E. Nee, 
lots 17 and 18, in square 57, bounded by Dorgenois, Broad, Orleans, 
and St. Ann, and that the same be referred to E. Sabourin, master 
in chancery, to ascertain and determine as to the possession of said 
described property by said defendant, Mrs. J. C. De St. Romes, and 
as to amount of fruits, revenues, and value for use of the same 
While in said defendant’s possession. 
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Decree Pro Confesso. 
extract from Minutes of June 9th, 1879. 


Myra CLaArkK GAINES 
Us. > No. 3663. 
P. H. Mownsseaux et ale. | 


On motion of Wm. Reed Mills, and on representing to the court 
that at the June rules, 1871, of this court pro confesso were taken 
against the several defendants named herein and contained in said 
bill of complaint, and that time had been given them to come in — 
answer, Which time had elapsed, and they have neglected and_ re- 
fused — plead, answer or demur: 

It is therefore ordered, adjudged, and decreed, that the said pro 
confesso be made absolute against Joseph Bernard, Mrs. Felix Forstall, 
Louis E. Ney, Ferdinand Taison, A. St. Amant, Peter Muller, Louis 
Aaron, and that the same be referred to E. Sabourin to ascertain the 
metes and bounds of each property, and to calculate the rents and 
revenues and value for use due by the respective parties. 


Order of Refe renee, Marked LXXV1,, U. S. C. Cx, No. S825, offered 
hy Complainant 50th October, 1880. 


April Term, A. D. 1879. - 


New ORLEANS, Monpay, Oth day of June, 1879. 
Court met pursuant to adjournment. : 


Present: The Honorable FE. C. Billings, judge. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. -No. 3665. 
P. H. Monsseaux et all. | 


On motion of W. Reed Mills, solicitor for complainant, and on sug- 
gesting to the court that the following-named defendants have ne- 
glected to file answers, pleas, or demurrers to the said bill of 
6367 complaint, and to make full discovery, it is ordered that said 
bill be taken pro confesso against Mrs. J. C. de St. Romes as 
to square 43, bounded by Lopez, Salcedo, St. Peter, and Orleans ; 
also 10 lots in square No. 16, bounded by St. Phillip, Bellechasse, 
Dumaine, Gayoso, and Dupree; L. Atent, square 15, bounded by 
Salcedo, Gayoso, Dumaine, and Bellechasse; J. B. Robertson, lots 
12 & 13, in square 20, bounded by Broad, Dogenois, Dumaine, and 
St. Ann streets; Mr. Michel or Milcher Mulier, square 30, bounded 
by Hagan avenue, Lopez, Orleans, and St. Ann; Francis EK. Ney, 
lots 17 & 18 in square 57, bounded by Dorgenois, Broad, Orleans, 
and St. Ann, and that the same be referred to E. Sabourin, master 
in chancery, to ascertain and determine as to the possession of said 
described property by said defendant, Mrs. J. C. de St. Romes, and 
as to amount of fruits, revenues, and value [for] use of same while in 
said defendant’s possession. 


= ——_- + --——— - 
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CLERK'S OFFICE. 
I certify the foregoing to be a true copy from the original record 
in this office. 
Witness my hand and seal of said court, at the city of New 
Orleans, this 15th day of June, 187%). 
[SEAL. | Fr. A. WOOLFLEY, Clerk. 


Order of Reference. Marked X, No. 8825, U. S. C. C., offered by Com- 
plainant 18th August, 1880. | 


April Term, A. D. 1879. 
New Or-eEANS, Monpay, 9th day of June, 1879. 


Court met pursuant to adjournment. 
Present: The Honorable E. C. Billings, judge. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. . No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseavx ef als. 


. 


On motion of Wm. Reed Mills, and on representing to the court 
that at the June rules, 1571, of this court pro confesso were taken 
against the several defendants named therein and contained in said 
bill of complaint, and that time had been given them to come in 
and answer, which time has elapsed, and that they have neglected 
and refused — plead, answer, or demur, it is therefore ordered, ad- 
judged, and decreed that the said pro confesso be made absolute 

against Joseph Bermond, Mrs. Felix Forstall, Louis E. Ney, 
6368 Ferdinand Tromson, A. St. Armand, Peter Muller, Louis 
Aaron, and that the same be referred to IE. Sabourin to ascer- 
tain the metes and bounds of each property, and to calculate the 
rents and revenues and value for use due by the respective parties. 
CLERK'S OFFICE. 

I certify the foregoing to be a true copy from the original -record 
in this office. 

Witness my hand and seal of said court, at the City of New Or- 
leans, this 15th day of June, 187%. 


seat. ] (S’gn’d) F. A. WOOFLEY, Clerk. 


Ki. ka. against y. Demoruelle. Tssued July 21 sf, LS79®. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
Circuit Court of the United States for the Fifth Cireuit, holding Ses- 
sions in and for the District of Louisiana. 


The President of the United States to the marshal of the district of 

Louisiana or his lawful deputy, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to demand from Victor Demoruelle 
the sum of one hundred and five dollars, being balance of one hun- 
dred and thirty dollars; comm’r Rice’s fee, $5.25; clerk’s costs, 
7.60; marshal’s ‘costs, 15.55, cash, which Ernest Sabourin lately re- 


3226 
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covered by judgment of the circuit court of the United States for the 

fifth circuit and district of Louisiana, and if the same be not paid 

on demand, that then you cause the same to be made out of the per- — , 

sonal estate of the said Victor. Demourelle, in your district, 1f suffi- 

cient personal estate can be found therein; but if sufficient personal 

estate cannot be found in your district, that then you cause the same 

to be made out of the real estate of the said Victor Demoruelle, in 

your district, and that you have these moneys before our said court 

to tender to the said Ernest Sabourin for the judgment aforesaid, on 
the — day from the date hereof, together with this writ. 

6569) Witness the Honorable Morrison R. Waite, Chiet Justice of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, this 21st day of July, 

A. D. 1879, and 104th year of the Independence df the United 

States. 


(Sed) Kk. A. WOOLFLFY, Clerk, 


a 


Request of Ze. (‘ussard pol lo moake Transeripl of Appeal. biled August 
oth, 1STY. 


Is the same as that of Albion Rochereau, and is mislaid or lost 
and cannot be found after diligént search. 


Affidavit for HW irat of Possession. biled August ] lth. IS7%. 
Circuit Court of the United States, 5th Cireuit. District Loutsiana. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 


VS, No. 3065. 
P. H. Monsseaunx ef als. § 


Wilham IT. Wilder, agent and attorney of the above-named com- 
plainant, being duly sworn, deposes and says: That he did, on the 
eleventh day of August instant, make a personal demand of Mrs. 
Bartholemy Morie for the surrender of the property held by her, 
and for which a judgment had been rendered by said circuit court | 
against Bartholemy Moriva, one of the defendants in above entitled 
and numbered cause, to wit, lots 20, 21, 22, 23, and 24 in square 


six, bounded by Broad, White, Bellechasse, St. Phillip, and Ursu- { 


line [street]; also lots numbers 20, 21, 22, & 23 in square 20, bounded 
by Dorgenois, Broad, Dumaine, and St. Ann streets, in the second 
district of this city, and that she refused to surrender. ; 


WM. H. WILDER. | 


Sworn and subscribed to, this 14th August, 1879, before me. 
lk’. A. WOOLFLEY, i 


Commer U.S. Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Pon 
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Writ of Possession against Mr. B. Morere. 
Unirep Srates or AMERICA: 


6370 Cireuit Court of the UnitedStates, Fifth Judicial Circuit and 
District of Loutsiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. - No. 3668. 
P. H. Monsseaux ef als. | 


Bartholemy Morere, Def’d't. 


The President of the United States to the marshal of the United 

States for the district of Louisiana, Greeting : 

Whereas by a decree of the said court, issued on the 15th day No- 
vember, 1877, and entered of record in the above-entitled and num- 
bered cause, by which it is ordered and adjurned and deereed that 
Mr. B. Morere should deliver possession of the premises then in con- 
troversy, and by virtue of the affidavit of William H. Wilder, on file, 
showing that he has made demand from Mistress Widow Barthol- 


‘emy Morere, in possession of the hereinafter described property, 


viz., lots number- twenty, twenty-one, twenty-two, twenty-three, and 
twenty-four in square six, bounded by St. Phillip, Broad, White, 
Bellechasse, and Ursuline; also lots number- twenty, twenty-one, 
twenty-two, and twenty-three in square twenty, bounded by Dorge- 
nois, Broad, Dumaine, and St. Ann, in the second district of this 
city, and she has refused to deliver possession thereof in accordance 
to said decree. 

Therefore we command you that immediately after receiving this 
writ you go to and enter upon the said described property, and that 
you eject and remove therefrom all and every person or persons, 
holding and detaining the same, or any part thereof, against the 
said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines; and that you put and place 
the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, or her assigns, in the full, 
quiet, and peaceable possession of the said property without delay, 
and her, the-said complainant, in such possession thereof, from time 
to time maintain, keep, and defend, or cause to be kept, maintained, 
and defended, according to the tenor and true intent of the said de- 
cree of said court. | 

Witness the Honorable Morrison R. Waite, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, at the City of New 
Orleans, this 14th day of August, A. D. 1879, and of the Independ- 
ence of the United States of America the 104th year. 


[SEAL. | KF. A. WOOFLEY, Clerk. 
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6371 Document Anneved. Writ of Possession against Mrs. B. Morere. 
U.S. Cireuit Court: 
Myra Chark GAINES ) 
vs, -No. 3663. 
P. II. Monxsseaux & al. J 
NEW ORLEANS, Aug't 14th, 1879. 
Mrs. B. Morere: 
You are hereby notified that by a virtue of a writ of possession to 
me directed in the above cause, in accordance with a decree issued 


on the 13th November, 1877, | have delivered unto -the plaintiff 


herein, Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines, the following-described property, 
viz., lots Nos. 20, 21, 22, 23, and 24, in square No. 6. bounded by St. 
Phillip, Broad, White, and Bellechasse streets; also lots Nos, 20, 21, 
22 and 23, 1n square No. 20, bounded by Dorgenols, Broad, Du- 
maine, and St. Ann streets, in the 2nd district of this city. 


(S'o'd) EDW’D S. WEUZBURGER, 
; Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Writ of Fi. Ia. vs. Pierre Bordes. Issued 19th August, 1S79. 
Unirep STATes OF AMERICA: 


Circuit Court of the United States for the Fifth Cireuit, holding Ses- 
sions in and for the Distriet of Louisiana. 


The President of the United States to the marshal of the district of 


Louisiana, or his lawful deputy, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded that you demand from Pierre Bordes 
the sum of forty-two ;') dollars, costs taxed against you, and the 
clerk’s cost of this writ, $1.25, marshal’s costs of this writ, ——., cash, 
which Myra Clark Gaines lately recovered by order of the circuit 
court of the United States for the fifth cireuit and district of Louisi- 
ana; and if the same be not paid on demand, that then you cause 
the same to be made out of the personal estate of the said Pierre 
Bordes in your district if suflicient personal estate can be found 
therein; but if sufficient personal estate cannot be found in your 
district, that then you cause the same to be made out of the real es- 

tate of the said Pierre Bordes in your district, and that you 
6372 have those moneys before our said court to render to the said 

Myra Clark Gaines for the judgement aforesaid on the 50th 
day from the date hereof, together with this writ. 

Witness the Honorable Morrison R. Waite. Chief Justice of the 
United States Supreme Court, this 19th day of August, A. D. 1879, 
and 104th year of the Independence of the United States. 

(S’on’d) Yr. A. WOOLFLEY, Clerk. 


Marshal's Deeturn. 


The defendant in execution is at present and during the pendancy 
of this writ out of the district, and I know of no property to him 


x————E 
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belonging, and plaintiff’s attorney, W. R. Mills, Esq., failed to point 
out property for seizure, although called upon so to do. 
September 17th, 187%. 
: (S’en’d) EDW'D S. WEUZBURGER, 
Depry Marshal. 


Tequest of P. Avegno not to make Transcript of Appeal. Filed August 
1th, 1879. 


Is the same as that of Albion Rochereau, and is misled or lost, 


and cannot be found after diligent search. 4 


Ooce Report of Mast r ii Chance rl as to pr fr i. Courbet, File d 
dlugust 2d, 1S7%). Marke L II] ii No. SS25. Dik ie d hy ( Oll- 
plainant September dt Wh, ISSO. 


Circuit Court of the United States, Fifth Cireuit and District of 
Loutsiana. 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States 
for the fifth cireuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Courbet by an order of this honorable court 
of the 20th day of June, 1878, having examined the testimony on 
tile, and from information obtained from the office of the register 
of conveyances for the parish of Orleans, and from the testimony of 
Witnesses cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has the honor to 
report as follows: 

That under the order of court above referred to he was required 
to ascertain the metes and bounds and to take an account of the 
rents, profits, and value for use acerued and accruing from the 
property as set forth in said order since the same came into the pos- 
session of the defendant, the property being : 

Twenty certain lots of ground, Nos. 5 to 21, inclusively, in the 
square No. 52, bounded by St. Peter, Toulouse, Dupre, and Gayoso 
streets, as per plan of J. A. Bourgeral, dated the 24th day of Decem- 
ber, IS3-t. This property Was acquired by the defendant Iy\ purchase 
from City of New Orleans, as per act passed before Jos. Cuvellier, 
notary public, on the 2Z1Ist February, 1546. 

This property, situated in what ts known as the Blane tract, 
was left vacant and unimproved by the defendant. 

lor the reasons more fully set forth in the master’s reports on un- 
improved and vacant property in the Blane tract, filed on the 19th of 
November, 1877, 11th Mavand 17th June, 1878, annexed to the case of 
If. Larquie, one of the defendants herein, there will be allowed in 
favor of complainant and against defendant a yearly rent or value for 
use at the rate of five per cent. per annum net, that is to say, clear 
from all taxes and charges whatsoever, to be computed on the amount 
of seventy per cent. on the prices which said lots brought at the aue- 

tion sale of March, 1837, process-verbal of which is in evidence 
6374 herein, with interest at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum on 
said vearly rents, said allowance to begin from the date of the 
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purchase of said property, and to continue to the dates as herein- 
after set forth, to wit: 

Ist. The defendant sold to Annie Gautier, as per act passed before 
A. Chi: apella on the 10th of May, 1849, 4 lots of ground, Nos. 21, 22, 
23, and 24, as per plan of J. A. Bougerol, dated D4 December, 1836. 
A report has been made by the unde signed master as against Aime 
Gautier from the date of his purchase. 

A report is now made as against defendant for value for use of 
these four lots from 21st February, 1846, until 10th May, 1849, with 
interest until the Ist July, 1879. 

2d. The fend sold to Eugene Dueatel, as per act passed before 
A. Chiapella, notary public, on the 9th May, 1849, 5 lots of ground, 
No-. 16, 17, 18, 19) & 20, as per plan of J. A. Bougerol, dated 24 De- 
cember, 1856. 

Reports have been made by the undersigned master on lots 19 
and 20 as against Marville Cheval from the 26th October, 1861, and 
on lots 16, 17, and 18 as against J. I’. Begot from the ‘ 23d January, 
1850. 

Reports are now made as against defendant for value for use of 
lots 19 & 20 from 21st February, 1846, until 26th October, 1861, 
and on lots 16, 17, and 18 from 21st’ I ‘ebruary, 1846, to 25 January, 
1850, with interest until the Ist July, 1879. 

3d. The defendant sold to Jules Baudue, as per act passed before 
A. Chiapella, notary public, on the 10th May, 1549, 5 lots of ground, 
No-. 15, 14, & 15, as per plan of J. A. Bougerol, dated 24 December, 
1836. 

Reports have been made by the master on lots 14 & 15 as against 
R. C. Cleburne from the 11th October, 1867, and on lot No. 13 as 
against Mrs. Jacques Muller from 9th Septem be r, 1867. 

Reports are now made as against defendant for value for use of 
lots 14 and 15 from 21st February, 1846, until 11th October, 1867, 
and on lot No. 13 from 21 February, 1846, until 9th September, 1867, 
with interest until the 1st July, 1879. 

4th. The defendant sold to Alf. Beaufen, as per act passed before 
A. Chiapella, notary public, on the 10th May, 1849, 4 lots of ground, 
Nos. 5, 6,7, and 8, as per act passed be fore A. Chiapella, notary 
publie. 

A report has been made as against Auguste Gautier, from 
6375 the 6th May, 1850. 


A report is now made as against defendant for value for use - 


of these 4 lots from the 21st February, 1846, until the 6th May, 1850, 
with interest until the Ist July, 1879. 

oth. The defendant sold to D. B. O’Connell, as per act passed be- 
fore A. Chiapella, notary public, on the 10th May, 1849, 4 lots of 
ground, Nos. 9, 10, 11, & 12, as per plan of J.-A. Bougerol, dated 24 
December, 1836. A report has been made by the undersigned 
master as against V. L. Corroselles from the 26 October, 1861. A 
report is now made against defendant for value for use of these 4 
lots from 21st February, 1846, to 25 October, 1861, with interest at 
the rate of 5 per cent. per annum until the Ist day of July, 1879. 
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Rent or Value for Use. 


Lots 21, 22, 23, & 24, sq. 52, sold in 1837 for......---- $1,700 00 
70% of which would be the value of the property in 1846. 1,190 00 


Rent at the rate of 5 per cent. on value would be 859.50 
per year, GE Tee Gi, FORE... .nnnnenénaienen ISS 50 


Interest Olt Rents. 
Courbet 1. 


Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 

5O 50 o2 vears.. 5 i, 95 ?O 

59 50 3 es " 92 ZZ 

59 50 30 6 ; é SO 25 

LO OO AS) ts 6 14 50 
Rent... 188 50 eee wa ee 291 17 
EI Rane eR Te OE EM Fg: A79 67 


Rent or Value for Use. 


Courbet 2. 


Lots 16, 17, & 18, sqr. 52, sold in 1837 for......-- .... $1,275 00 
70 per cent. of which would be the value of the property 
SO Fe nhccccncieyuateninteiietatnanindecplicn sideline anaes aon ecnaul 892 50 


Rent at the rate of $44.60 per year on 5 per cent. of value 
WOME BO TP BEF POE cin cccnnnct aie 174 70 


Interest on IRents. 


Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 

44 60 32 years. D% 71 36 

44 60 31 « “ 69 18 

44 60 — o 66 90 

1 OO *)¢) ™ - oo 16 
Rent.... 374 7 PO 966 55 
WR icicciieiininnincminsnreeceinnepgilg s aeeias 441 25 

6376 Rent or Value for Use. 
Courbet No. 2. 

Lote 10 & DD, om. GE, Obed 8m 1687 Citi tei etiwcincne $850 00 

: 70 per cent. of which would be the value of the property 
REC ae eee ERM TRS oe PAE aes 595 00 


| tent at the rate of 5 per cent. on value would be $29.75 
af per year, & Gir tidy Fouts... ...... ..cansmncsimrncnwiniin 466 05 


ee ce * Se 
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Interest on Rents. 


Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
29 75 o2 years. o% 46 40 
29 75 ee " — «44 «95 
29 7d — " 43 50 
29 1d a is 42 O05 
29 75 RE a ' AO 60 
29 7D = ES ag . 09 15 
29 75 oo - ot t0 
29 75 — ” 36 25 
29 Td 24 ™ ” o4 SO 
29 71d ~ ” 33 35 
29 7d = 6: ol 90 
29 7d 21 sa " 30 45 
29 7d — Ks 29) 
29 7d oo 4 27 5d 
29 Ta — - 26 10 
. 29 Zo en 5 16 85 
Rent.--- 466 05 NN ESTE SIO RE 560 60 
TEE esis in isikcishnmsehieilis ciate a ia a oa $1,026 65 


Rent or Value for Use. 
Courbet No. 3. 


Lots 15, 14, and 15, sqr. 52, sold in i857 for...---..--. $1,200 00 
70 per cent. of which would be the value of the property 


Oe ae S40 OO 
Rent at the rate of 5 per cent.on value would be $42 
per year, & for 23} years__----- sai abide ieiecteeaadiash ida dadatal - 987 00 
Interest on Rents. 
Rent. Time. ' Rate. Interest. 
12 00 o2 years. O% G7 20 
42. 00 3 “ - 65 10 
42 00 ee me 63 00 
42 OU — o 60 90 
6377 42 00 ee “ 5S 80 
42 00 _ ” 56 70 
42 O00 ea veg oe 54 60 
4? OO — " ; 52 50 
42 OO a " 50 40 
42 OO Ss. * ~~. 48 30 
42 OO 22 gs 5 46 20 
42 OO tae " 44 10 
42 00 — z 42 00 
42 00 19 _ - oo OO 
42? OO 18 * - 34 SU 


42 V0 eg ’ oo 70 


- —s ae oo ee ee —— 


+ Sees 
senion 
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42 00 So “ oo 60 

42 00 16 : 31 50 

42 00 — " 29 40 

42 00 — 7 27 30 

42 00 es : 25 20 

—— a. . 23 10 

42 00 = * , 21 00 

21 00 ee *: 9 45 
‘Rent-.~ $987 00 SEATED ok 1,023 75 
ii ici tn tistics nitntetdion «inane testa 2.010 75 

Rent or Value for Use. 
Courbet. 

No. 4, lots 5, 6, 7, & 8, sq. 52, sold in 1857 for -.-..---. $1,600 00 

70% of which would be the value of the property in 
BOGS wuimioirniats nie Allinibtiiien Shien enon venscsectiliiaseaiaaiinsiigislaiainialast 1,120 00 


Rent at the rate of 5% on value would be $56 per year, and 
FOE 4 FOR hcencnnwemncen vienanap <oeneth meceliniiacailiaitam dicate — 


Interest on Rents. 


224 OO 


Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 

56 OO o2 years. I% SY 6O 

ob OO o ws ” SO SU 

56 OO — = ” S4 00 

o6 OO a. ™ S1 20 
Rent... 224 00 SOE a. cninte:sieenianiinsstinse: eckaianic o41 60 
S560 GO 

635758 Rent or Value for Use. 
Courbet No. 5. 

Lots 9, 10, 11, and 12, sqr. 52, sold in 1837 for .--.---. $1,600 00 

70% of which would be the value of the property in 
I iccietiacaiceleints satanic spies siden nind escapade dial ala aeons 1120 00 

Rent at the rate of 5% on value would be $56.00 per year, 
SE Ble Fe PONE oints cine s ttn S68 00 


Interest on Rent. 


tent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
56 OO o2 years. o% S9 60 
56 OO — * . S6 SO 
56 O00 30 « a | S4 00 
56 OO 9 « o S1 20 
56 OO —_— a 7S 40 


56 00 — " 75 60 
D6 OU — = " 72 SU 
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56 OO 25) ” ” 70 OO 
56 OO 24 ™ ” O7 20 
56 00 i . 64 40 
56 OO )*) ” ™ G1 60 
DO OO 21 - ™ 5S SO 
D6 OO —_ 6 “ D6 OO 
D6 OO —_ = 4“ 53 20 
56 OO 1S ss ” 50 40 
28 OO i ’ 23 SO 
Rent... S68 00 Interest...... ides 1,073 8O 
isles cesssicch stein ich arelichiieinehsoeiilemsteguiiacd nea a lead 1941 SO 
Recapitulation. 
Courbet. 
Oa ie . a meer PS ee 188 50 
go re 2 sabi agaalacisianeceniiiiasmeaiiiiei ti 174 70 
git Sf ae MR Gt EO ou 466 O85 
ait costes losses eee PSE a ONT UST OO 
a Ee ar ee RAR ime a oe: 224 00 
re , a Oe Es OE Pili e ceciscwietdonnees, RNA Re MRR S6S OO 
Ne IN cc iilidtnishteceienceend eesings ninisinaaial ails jn sii incinei, - 
Interest on Rents to 1st July, 1879. 
Beet, eee Sh, Say ee Se etitnnenss idauleblaniiien 201 17 
el, 2 a Oe Oc ces erent 206 55 
ee ek ee re Oe vicina emi 560° 60 
ma Te Te TE caiiebinciiniieicn 1,028 75 
ek a OUR Ge Fis Oe Oh erin iemnrene fatonene coe S341 60 
fae ss i ee ceitcierntastinii an 1.073 SO 
Ie MII oi shies isesnsandcasiessunthiensiacgdisaiia da iiasibiiaiiiaaat 3001 47 
Ee I NG av cnicteieciikienitininbincainitennietei cena . $6,465 72 
Master’s cost: 
SSIES Pa ey nT $200 
ALE OTE, : 30 
| $230 
Respectfully submitted. | 
(Signed) KE. SABOURIN, 


New 


Master in Chancery. 


Orleans, 6th August, 1879. 


LOL a lle Me 


eae. 


eee ——ly- a 
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Proceedinas before Master ( Annexed). 


Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master in chancery, under order 
from the honorable circuit court of the United States for the dis- 
trict of Louisiana, dated the 20th June, 1878, in the suit of Myra 
Clark Gaines vs. J. FF. B. Courbet, No. 3663, one of the defendants, 
claiming a portion of square No. 52. 

3 27TH JUNE, 187%. 
This case is fixed for hearing Wednesday, 2d July, 1879, at 10 

a.m. 

New Or veans, 2d July, 1879. 

This case, fixed for hearing this day, was called. 

Present: W. Reed Mills, solicitor for complainant. 

The defendant, after due and diligent search and inquiry, not 
having been found,and not appearing in person or by attorney, this 
testimony is taken ex parte,at the request of the solicitor of the com- 
plainant. 

Complainant, through her solicitor, being asked, say- that she dloes 
not know whether any tax has been paid on this property. 

Complainant, through her solicitor, offers the testimony of E. A. 
Deslonde and J. W. Davis, taken in the case- of H. Larquie, F. M. 
Jacobs, and others, defendants in this suit, as far as regards vacant 
and unimproved property ; also the sale of by public auction made by 
the city on the 10th day of March, 1837, copy of which is on file before 
the master, as also all the evidence offered in other cases of unim- 
proved and vacant property filed before the master. 


J. W. Davis, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, says: 


[ have examined the property claimed by the defendant; it is 

vacant and unimproved. I estimate the value for use of the 

6380 same at five per cent. net on its value. I have made my esti- 

mate for reasons set forth In my examination in the cases of 

I’. M. Jacobs, Mrs. S. Magner, and others, relative to unimproved 

lands in the Blane tract in the cases of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. EL. 
Monsseaux et al., No. 3663, U.S. circuit court. 


(Signed) J. WM. DAVIS. 


I. A. Destonpe, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, says : 


| have heard read the testimony of Mr. Davis and fully cor- 
roborate the same, and for the reasons given by myself in my tes- 
timony in the above-named cases relative to unimproved and vacant 
lands in the Blane tract. 
(Signed) Kk. A. DESLONDE. 
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Notice Annexed. 
U.S. Cireuit Court for the Fifth Cireuit and District of Louisiana. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 3665. 
P. H. Monsseaux et a. ‘ 
Sq. 52. - 


To J. F. B. Courbet: 
You are hereby notified to appear before me, at my office, No. 14 
Exchange P lace, on the 2d di ay of July, 1S79, at 10 a. m., there to 
protect your interest asa defendant in the above-entitled cause, 
wherein testimony is to be taken in the matter of rents and re venues. 
Master’s office, 27 June, 1879. 
(Signed) Kk. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 


Received the 27th June, ’79, and after due and diligent search and 
inquiry T return this notice, as I cannot find the de fondant. 
28th June, 79. 
(Signed) T. H. HIGINBOTITAM. 


Report of Master in Chancery asto Ferdinand Tromson. Filed August 
25d, 1879. Marked LUT in S825, offered by Complainant Sept. 3U, 
1880, , 


Circuit Court of the United States, Fifth Cireuit and District of 
Louisiana. 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States 
for the fifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 


The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 

above case of Gaines vs. Tromson by an order of this honor- 

6381 able court of June, 1879, having examined the testimony on 

file, and from information obtained from the office of the 

register of conveyances of the parish of Orleans, and from the tes- 

timony of witnesses cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has 
the honor to report as follows: 

That under the order of court above referred to he was required, 
to ascertain the metes and bounds and to take an account of the | 
vearly rents and profits or value for use accrued and accruing from “S 
the property as set forth in said order since the same came into the 
possession of the defendant, the property being— 

A certain lot of ground, No. 11, of square No. 56, bounded by 
Broad, Carondelet walk, Dorgenois, and Toulouse streets. Said lot 
measures 31 feet 9 inches and 4 lines front on Carondelet walk, 3 
feet 8 inches and 5 lines front on Toulouse street, 82 feet 3 inches in 
depth on the line nearest Broad street, and 79 feet inches in depth 
on the line of lot No. 72. Said property was acquired by the de- 
fendant by purchase from I. Swain, as per act passed before A. 
Dreyfous, notary public, on the 20th of May, 1860, and registered in 
conveyances oflice, book 83, folio 139. 


4, 
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This property is situated in what is known as the Blane tract, and 
has never been fenced in or improved, but has always been left 
vacant. : 

lor the reasons more fully set forth in the master’s report- on 
unimproved and vacant property in the Blane tract, filed on the 
19th November, 1877, 11th of May and 17th of June, 1875, annexed to 
the case of H. Larquie, one of the defendants herein, there will be 
allowed in favor of complainant and against defendant a yearly rent 
or value for use at the rate of five per cent. per annum net, that is to 
say, clear from all taxes and charges whatsvever, to be computed on the 
amount of seventy per cent. on the prices which said lots brought at 
the auction sale of March, 1837, process-verbal of which is in evidence 
herein, with interest at the rate of five per cent. per annum on said 
yearly rents, said allowance to begin from the date of the purchase 
of the property, and to continue until it is delivered to complainant, 
the computation being here made until the 20th day of May, 1879. 


O382 Rent or Value for Use. 
Tromson. 
Lot No. 11,in square 56, sold in 1837 for..---.------ SS15 00 
70 per cent. of which would be the value of the property 
Oar Ge ee BY Bitte ncmewcansipnibnons 577 50 


_ 


Rent at the rate of 5 per cent. on value would be 828.S0 
per Sear, GR RP Br FORE. ....nnn unieiaiannein DAT 20 


Interest on Rents. 


Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
28 SO IS years. % 25 OP 
28 SO 17 ee 24 48 
28 SU 16 23 25 O4 
28 SU 15 o 21 60 
28 80 14 ” 20 16 
28 SU 13 - 18 79 
28 SO 12 ™ 17 28 
28 SO 1] 15 S4 
2S SU 10 : " 14 40 
2S SO {) “ 12 OG 
2S SO Ss ” ll] 52 
28 SO 7 ™ 10 OS 
28 SO 6 " S 64 
28S SU 5 ” ~ 20 
28 SU | ” » 76 
28 SU o os 4 32 
2S SO 2 " 2 838 
28 SO | . 1 44 
547 20 RSS RPC TEE 946 24 


Amount due complainant agen ae $793 44 
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Master’s costs: 


ee saideiahe hess tinacenseaiinaciaibiialianaii $100 
I 30 
$150 


Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) 


_ 


» SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, August 6th, 1879. 


Annexed to Report. 


“ 


Proceedings before FE. Sabourin, master in chancery, under order 
from the hon. cireuit court of the United States for the district of 
Louisiana, dated 9th June, 1879, in the suit of Myra Clark 
6383 Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux et al., No. 3663, in the case of 
Merdinand Tromson, one of the defendants claiming lot of 

ground No IL in square 56. 

27 JuNE, 1879. 

This case is fixed for hearing Wednesday, 2d July, 1879, at 10 a.m. 


NEW ORLEANS, 2d July, 1879. 

This cause, fixed for hearing this day, was called. Present: W. 
Reed Mills, solicitor for complainant. 

The defendant, after due and deliberate search and inquiry, not 
having been found and not appearing in person or by attorney, this 
testimony is taken ex parte at the request of the solicitor for com- 
plainant. Complainant, through her solicitor, being asked, says that 
she does not know whether any tax has been paid on this prop- 
erty. 

Complainant, through her solicitor, offers the testimony of KE. A. 
Deslonde and J. W. Davis, taken in the cases of IL. Larquie, F. M. 
Jacobs, and others, defendants in this suit, so far as regards vacant 
and unimproved property ; also the sale made by public auction by 
the city on the 10th March, 1857, copy of which is on file before 
the master, as also al) the evidence offered in other cases of unim- 
proved and yacant property filed before the master. 


J. W. Davis, being sworn on behalf of complainant, says: I have 
examined the property claimed by the defendant; it is vacant and 
unimproved. I estimate the value for use of the same at five per 
cent. net on its value. I have made my estimate for the reasons as 
set forth in my examination in the cases of I. M. Jacobs, Mrs. 8. 
Magner, and others, relative to unimproved lands in the Blane tract 
in the suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. ?. H. Monsseaux et al., No. 3663, 
U.S. circuit court. 

(Signed) J. W. DAVIS. 

I. A. DestonpE, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, says: 
I have heard read the testimony of J. W. Davis, and fully corrob- 
erate the same, and for the reasons given by myself in the above- 


2 
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named cases relative to unimproved and vacant lands in the Blane 
tract. 
(Signed) KE. A. DESLONDE. 


Notice Annevxed. 


6384 U.S. Cireuit Court for the Fifth Cireuit and Eastern District 
of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. » No. 3665. 
P. H. Mownsseacx et al. j 


To Ferdinand Tromson: 

You are hereby notified to appear before me at my office, No. 14 
Exchange alley, on the 2d day of July, 1879, at 10 a. m., there to pro- 
tect your interest as a defendant in the above-entitled case, wherein 
testimony is to be taken in the matter of rents and revenues. 

Master’s oflice, New Orleans, 27 Jan’y, 187%. 

(Signed) Kk. SABOURIN, 


Master in Chancery. 


Received the 27th Jan’y, 1879, and after due and diligent search 
and inquiry, I return this notice, as I could not find the defendant. 
28th Jan’y, 1879. 
(Signed) T. TH. HIGINBOTHAM. 


Report of Master in Chancery as to Mrs. Mileher Michel. Filed Au- 
gust 23d, 1879. Marked LILI in No. 8825, offered by Complainant 
Sept'r 30th, 1880. 


Circuit Court of the United States, Fifth Circuit and District of Lou- 
islana. 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States 
for the fifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Michel, by an order of this honorable court 
of the 9th day of June, 1879, having examined the testimony on 
file, and from information obtained from the office of the register 
of conveyances for the parish of Orleans, and from the testimony 
of witnesses cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has the 
honor to report as follows, to wit: 

That under the order of court above referred to he was required 
to ascertain the metes and bounds and to take an account of the 
rents and profits and value for use accrued and accruing from the 
property as set forth in said order since the same came into the 

possession of the defendant, the property being: Seventeen 
6385 (17) lots of ground, Nos. 4 to 20, inclusively, in square No. 30, 

bounded by Orleans, St. Ann, First, and Second streets; said 
lots measure, as per plan of J. A. Bourgerol, dated the 24 December, 
1836, as follows: 

Lots 4, 5, 6, & 7 [measure] 30’ 9” 3’ front on St. Ann street by 
the following depth: 
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Lot No. 4, 92’ 9” 1’” on dine of lot No. 3. 


92 


erp eerrs 
( ( 


sé 


sé 


MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


. 

Lot No. 5, 92’ 7” 7” “ os 4. 
()>)/ (;// (,/"’ ‘é és (3 

Lot No. 6, 92’ 6” 6” “ . 5. 
(y)/ A Ad é ‘é 7 

Lot No. 7, 92’ 5” 5 . _ 6, 
()5)/ 4 4 ‘é és S. 


Lots 8, 9, & 10 measure 30’ 9” 4’ front on St. Ann street by fol- 


lowing depth : 
Lot No. 8, 


92’ 4” 4’"" on line of lot No. 7. 
()) S » |! sé {) 
Lot No. 9,92 3 3 66 a S. 
a. 2 “ . 10. 
Lot No. 10,92 2 2 “ ™ {). 
Re Eee “ line on Second street. 


Lots 11, 12, & 15 measure 
following depth : 


Lot*No. 11, 92’ 1” 1’” on line on Second street. 


30’ 9’"-4’"" front on Orleans street by 


92 2 2 “~ of lot No. 12. 
Lot No. 12,92 2 2 aj ‘ 12. 
9723 S$ ¥ “ D. 
Lot No. 13, 92 3° 3 . . 12. 
92 4 4 ” ¥ 14. + 
Lots 14 to 20, inclusive, measure each 30’ 9” 3’ front on Orleans 
street by the following depth: | 
Lot No. 14, 92’ 4” qv on line of lot No. 13 | 
o2 8 6 ” . 15 
Lot No. 15,92 5 5 “ “ 14. 
32 6 G ” " 16 
Lot No. 16,92 6 6 ge “ 15 
(9 7 7 ““ “ 17 
Lot No. 17,92 7 7 ” ” 16, 
92 9 1 - “3 18. 
6386 Lot No. 18, 92’ 9” 1’ on line of lot No. 17. : 
9 10 2 rT; rT; 19. { 
Lot No. 19, 92’ 10” 2’” on line of lot No. 18. 
(9) ] ] 5 sé sé »( ). . { 
Lot No. 20,92 11 5 “ a 19, 
93 0 5 on First street,and forms the corner of Or- _ 
leans and First streets. 
This property was acquired by the defendant by purchase from 
Elizabeth Barth, as per act before Edward Barnett, notary public, on 
the 22d January, 1868, and registered in the conveyance office, book 
93, folio 536. ; 


The defendant in this case, though duly notified and case con- 
tinued at her request, failed to appear on the day fixed for the pro- 
duction of testimony, and at the request of complainant, through her 
solicitor, W. R. Mills, Esq., evidence on her behalf was taken ex parte 
by the master undersigned. ‘The evidence discloses that the defend- | 
ant is in possession of the property above described since the 22d 
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January, 1868. It is also shown that the improvements consist of a 
one-story frame cottage and fencing around the whole square and 
division fences within the square, the building by appearance being 
fully 13 or 14 years old, it being difficult to give the exact age, as 
they have been neglected. It is also shown that a fair average 
rental value of the said property since the defendant’s possession 
in 1868 until now is $20 per month. There being no evidence as to 
whether the improvements were made by the defendant or not, the 
master, from the circumstances of the case, where it was so easy for 
the defendant to make proof thereof, will not make any allowance 
for the same. For the same reason, there being no evidence of pay- 
ment of taxes, nor in fact any statement at all by defendant, no 
allowance can be made therefor in his favor. 

Complainant is therefore allowed against defendant for the rental 
value of the property above described $20.00 per month from the 
22d of January, 1868, until final payment. The computation is 
here made until the 22d day of July, 1879. 


6387 Michel. 
Rent from 22d January, 1868, to the 22d July, 1879, say 
LES youss, @ Bae POF FOR. nne cccwieienimniin $2,760 00 
Interest. on Rents. 
Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
240 00 10} years. 2% 126 00 
240 OO oe . 114 00 
240 00 102 00 
240 OO — 68 90 OO 
240 00 °° ” 78 00 
240 00 3 “ 66 00 
240 OO . 54 OO 
240 00 - “ 42 00 
240 00 oo “ 30° 00 
240 00 a He 1S 00 
120 00 ee “ 6 00 
$2,760 00 Interest. —- untae PLY Seen reiea 726 00 
SE STE RR TCE $3,486 00 
Master’s costs: 
DO iiiilininini ereticeneniininniinen $150 
Metes & bounds ......... 30 
$180 


Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) E. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 6th August, 1879. : 


3235G 
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Annexed to Report. 


Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master in chancery, under order 
from the hon. circuit court of the United States for the district of 
Louisiana, dated 9 June, 1879, in the suit of Myra Clark Gaines 
vs. P. H. Monsseaux ef al., No. 3663, in the case of Mrs. Milchoir 
Michel, one of the defendants, claiming seventeen lots of ground 
number thirty (50) purchased 22d day of January, 1568. 


NeW Or LEANS, 29th June, 1879. 
This case is fixed for hearing Wednesday, 2d July, 1879, at 10 a.m. 


NEW ORLEANS, 24 July, 1879. 
6388 This ease fixed for hearing this day was called. Present: 
William Reed Mills, solicitor for complainant, Mr. Milehoir 
Michel, husband of defendant, appeared and stated that his wife was 
sick, and hsked a continuance of this case till Thursday, 10th in- 
stant, at 10 o’clock, a. m., which continuance was granted by the 
master. 
! 10TH Jury, 1879. 
This case fixed for hearing this day was ealled; the defendant not 
appearing, the case was contin- until the 17th day of July, 1879. 


l7rn Jury, 1879. 
This ease fixed for hearing this day was called. Present: W. 
Reed Mills, solicitor for complainant; the defendant not appearing 
in person, or by attorney, the testimony in this case is taken ex parte 
at the request of the solicitor for complainant. 


J. W. Davis, being duly sworn, on behalfof complainant, says: | 
have examined the property of defendant, consisting of lots 4 to 20, 
both numbers inclusively, in square No. 30, bounded by Rendon, 
Orleans, Hagan avenue, and St. Ann Streets. The improvements 
consist of a one-story frame cottage and out-houses, the whole square 
being fenced in and division fences also built. I estimate the pres- 
ent value of the improvements at six hundred dollars (S600), and a 
fair average rental for the improvements and the seventeen lots at 
($20) twenty dollars per month since the same came into the pos- 
session of defendant; the buildings look fully thirteen (13) or four- 
teen (14) years old; they are in poor condition; it is hard to say 
their exact age, as they have been neglected. I do not know whether 
the improvements were erected by the defendant or not. I do not 
know whether any taxes have been paid on this property or not. 


(Signed) J.W. DAVIS. 


ee lw 
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6389 Report of Master in Chancery as to Francis FE. Ney. Filed Au- 
gust 23rd, 1879. Marked LIIT in No. 8825, offered by Com- 
plainant 30th Sept’ r, 1850. 


Circuit Court of the United States, Fifth Circuit and District of Lou- 
isiana. 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States 
for the fifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines-vs. Ne 'y by an order of this honorable court of 
the 9th day of June, 1879, having examined the testimony on file, 
and from information obtained from the office of the register of con- 
veyances for the parish of Orleans, and from the testimony of wit- 
nesses cognizant of the facts connected therewith has the honor to 
report as follows: That under the order of court above referred to 
he was required to ascertain the metes and bounds and to take an 
account of the yearly rents and profits acerued and accruing from 
the property as set forth in said order since the same came into the 
possession of the defendant, the property being two certain lots of 
ground, Nos. 17 and 18, in square No. 57, bounded by Broad, Dor- 
genois, St. Ann, and Orleans streets. Said lots measure each 31 feet 
8 inches and 4 lines front on Orleans street by the mae oy 
Lot No. 17, 83’ 8” 1’” on line of lot No. 16; lot Ne. 18, 838’ 9” 3’ 
on line of lot No. 17, and 83’ 10” 4’ on line of lot Ne 19. This 
property was acquired by the defendant by purchase from Mrs, 
Louisa Aron, as per act passed before A. Barnet, notary public, on 
- dth day of October, 1569, registered in conveyance oftice book 

», folio 364. 

°° this case the defendant, though duly notified, failed to appear 
before the master undersigned, ind evidence on behalf of complain- 
ant was taken at the request of W. Reed Mills, solicitor. The evi- 
dence discloses that the defendant is in possession of lots 17 and 18, 
in square No. 37, above described, since the 4th October, 1869, That 
the improvements thereon consist of two double one-story houses, 
built apparently about twenty years ago, and that a fair average 
rental value of said property since the time the improvements have 
been thereon until this day is $26.00 per month. It is not known 
by whom the improvements were constructed, and in the absence of 
definite evidence on the subject the master, from the testimony as 

to the probable age of the buiidings, will assume that they 
6390 were not made by this defendant. No proof is adduced as to 

the payment of taxes by the defendant, and consequently 
none are allowed. Complainant is therefore allowed — the 
defendant as the rental value of the aforesaid property $26.00. per 
month from the 4th October, 1869, until now, with 5 per cent. in- 
terest upon the total of each month’s rent until final payment. The 
computation is here made until the 4th July, 1879. 
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Rent from the 4th October, 1869, to the 4th July, 1879, 
wy Veurs, (a SO12 per year.---.. siete isi ican iil aia) eee 


Interest on Rents. 


$3,042 00 


Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
$512 00 S} vears. o% S156 50 
O12 OO — 7 120 $0 
512 00 Gz “ 63 . 105 30 
ol2 OO o} “2 = SY 70 
312 00 4¢ “ ¥s ~ (410 
512 00 of CS ' 58 50 
312 00 23 « “ 42 90 
312 00 . i E 27 30 
312 OO eg ” 11 70 
254 OO 
Rent ~~ $3,042 00 : SIE os iticiiiscicicenis 4,669 90 
Total dul Comb pininett ....n0<ncncwdsentnnens $3,708 90 
Master’s costs: 
Ce Se $150 
Metes and bounds-- 30) 
$180 
Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) kk. SABOURIN, 
New Orleans, 6th August, 1879. Master in Chancery. 


Annexed to Ieport. 


Proceedings before I. Sabourin, master in chancery, under order 
from the honorable circuit court of the United States for the dis- 
trict of Louisiana, dated 9th June, 1879, in the suit of Myra Clark 
Gaines vs. P. TL. Monsseaux et al., No. 3663, in the ease of Francis 
I. Ney, one of the defendants, claiming lots 17 and 18, in square 
No. 37, purchased 4th October, 1869, 


New Or veans, 27th June, 1879. 
This case is fixed for hearing Wednesday, 2nd July, 1879, at 10 
o'clock a.m. 3 
NEW ORLEANS, 2nd July, 1879. 
This case, fixed for hearing this day, was called. 
6391 Present: W. Reed Mills, solicitor for complainant. 

The defendant, although notified in person, failed to ap- 
pear, either in person or by attorney. This testimony is taken ex 
parte, at the request of the solicitor of the complainant. 

J. W. Davis, being duly sworn, says: I know the the property of 
the defendants ; it is improved. The improvements consist of two 
double one-story houses, with two rooms and kitchen each side, 
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shingle roof. The houses are apparently 20 years old. [estimate 
$26 per month as a fair average rental since the Improvements were 
placed on the property. [| do not know whether any taxes have 
been paid, nor by whom the improvements were built, nor their 
original cost. I estimate their present value at $700. 


(Signed) J. W. DAVIS. 


I. A. Destonpr, be'ng duly sworn in behalf of complainant, says: 
[have heard read the testimony of J. W. Davis, and fully corrobe- 
rate the same. 

(Signed) Kk. A. DESLONDE. 


Report of Master in Chancery as to Louis Aron. Filed August 25rd, 
IST9. Marked LIIT in No. 8825, offered by Complacnant S0th Sepl'r, 
ISSO. 


Circuit Court of the United States, Fifth Cireuit and District of 
Louisiana. 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States 
for the fifth circuit and district of Louisiana : 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Arow by an order of this honorable court 
of the 9th day of June, 1879, having examined the testimony on 
file, and from information obtained from the office of the register of 
conveyance- for the parish of Orleans, and from the testimony of 
Witnesses cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has the honor to 
report as follows: 

That under the order of court above referred to he was required 
to ascertain the metes and bounds and to take an account of the 
rents and profits and value for use accrued and accruing from the 
property as set forth in said order since the same came into 
the possession of the defendant, the property being two certain 

lots of ground, Nos. 17 and 1S, in square No. 37, bounded by 
6392 Broad, Dorgenois, St. Ann, and Orleans streets. Said lots 
- measure each 36 feet 8 inches and 4 lines front on Orleans 
street by the following depth: Lot No. 17, 85'S inches and 1 line 
on lineof lét 16; lot 18,583 feet ? inches and 3 lines on line of lot 
No. 17, and 18 feet 10 inches and 4 lines on the line of lot No. 19. 
This property was acquired by the defendant by purchase from 
Widow P. Alphonse, as per act passed before A. Dreyfous, notary 
publie, and registered in conveyance ottice, book S1, folio 187. 

In this case, the defendant not having been found, after due and 
diligent inquiry, and there being no one to represent him, testimony 
on behalf of complainant adduced ex parte, at the request of her 
solicitor. ‘The evidence shows that defendant was in possession of 
lots 17 and 15, in’square 37, above described, from 10th June, 1859, 
to 4th October, 1869, at which date he gave possession to F. E. Ney, 
against whom, from the said last-named date until the present day, 
a report has been made by the master, undersigned, for rents and 
revenues. It is also shown that the improvements on said lots con- 
sist of two double one-story houses, apparently 20 years old, and 
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that the average rental value of said property during the time of 


this defendant’s possession is $26.00 per month. It is not shown by 
whom the improvements were placed on the property, but from the 
testimony the master will assure, in favor of defendant, that they 
were constructed by him from the moment of his possession, and 
will allow him interest thereon. It is not shown that any taxes 
were paid by defendant, and no allowance can therefore be made 
for the same. Complainant is therefore allowed against defendant, 
as the rental value of the property aforesaid, $26.00 per month from 
the 10th June, 1859, date of his possession, until the 4th October, 
1869, when possession was given up to F. E. Ney, another defendant 
herein, with 5% interest on the total of each year’s rent until final 
payment, and defendant is credited in deduction thereof with 5% 
interest on $700.00, value of the improvements, from 10th of June, 
1859, until 4th October, 1869, the latter day exclusively. Interest 
is calculated on rents until 10th June, 1879. 


Rent from the 10th of June, 1859, to the 4th of October, 
1869, 10 years 5 months and 24 days, at 


SONS Fe URE ee NS kn. on ne 5 erections $3,218 80 
Interest on Rent. 

Rent. Time. — Rate. Interest. 

312 00 1) years. D% ~ 295 40 

312 OO 1S ™ we ~S0 SO 

5312 00 17 ‘ 265 20 

512 O00 16 ~ " %AD OO 

312 00 a ¥ 254 O00 

312 OO 14 oi 7 21S 40 

5312 00 13 " 4 205 SO 

S12 00 1? " " ISS 20 

312. OO 1] se ™ 73 60 

312 OO 10 - ” 15S OO 

98 90 98, « é 17 75 
Rent--$8,218 80 en Ree eee name 2.015 75 
PN Attain tecticcatomiiaidiaiben RO Re ees NS PRN $5,534 55 


Interest on Improvements. 


The yalue of the improvements being $700.00, interest 
thereon for 10 years, 5 months,and 24 days, @ 5 per 


a iathintick: siceceninnscn: ssinsiig al dekenniah: ae uanius edie nian S561 10 
Recapitulation. 

OI a uink bnitiainie ss ptien: annie tabi iiaiamaimnin iene ala $3,218 SO 

DO OU I siviiesicsten: snicitind iadinsnnisiiiniipnegieaede a eee 2.515 75 

TUE os'xiscxcessitecincaninnincepineiialiactalecinais nasesaiaeiaaata aut $5,554 55 

A008 SEbCwe Oeh MNO T ONIN oe se nesses ntmnntniiaen 361 10 
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Master’s costs: 


pe 
Metes and bounds_- 30 
SISO 


Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) kK. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chanee ry. 
New Orleans, 6th August, 1879. 


d [ MinCwLE d lo Leport. 


Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master in chancery, under order 
from the honorable circuit court of the United States for the dis- 
trictof Louisiana, dated 9th June, 1879, in the suit of Myra Clark 
Gaines vs. DP. TH. Monsseaux ef a/., No. 3665, in the case of Louts 
Aron, one of the defendants, claiming lots 17 and 15 in square 
$7, purchased 10th June, 1859. 

271TH JUNE, 1879. 
This case is fixed for hearing Wednesday, 2nd July, 1879, at 10 
o'clock a.m. 
2np Juty, 1879. 
6594 ~ This case, fixed for hearing this day, was called. Present: 
W. Reed Mills, solicitor for complainant. The defendant, 
after due and diligent search and inquiry, not having been found, 
and not appearing in person or by attorney, the testimony is taken 
in this case ee parte at the request of the solicitor of complainant. 


J. W. Davis, being duly sworn for complainant, says : 


I know the property of the defendant; it is improved. The im- 
provements consist of two double one-story houses, with two rooms 
and kitchen each side; shingle roofs; the houses are apparently 20 
years old. IT estimate $26 per montly as a fair average rental value 
of the whole property since the improvements were placed thereon. 
I do not know whether any taxes have been paid, nor by whom the 
improvements were built, nor their cost. I estimate their present 
value at S700. 


(Signed) J. W. DAVIS. 
Ii. A. Destonpe, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, says: 
[ have heard the testimony of J. W. Davis read and fully corrob- 


erate the same. 
(Signed) : k. A. DESLONDE. 
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Notice Annexed. 
Square 37. 


United States Cireuit Court for the Fifth Cireuit and District of 
Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. >» No. 3665. 
P. H. Monsskaux. 
To Louis Aron: 

You are hereby notified to appear before me at my,office, No. 14 
Exchange Place, on the 2nd day of July, 1879, at 10 o’clock a. m., 
there to protect your Interest as a defendant in the above-entitled 
case, Wherein testimony is to be taken in the matter of rents and 
revenues, 

Master’s oftice, New Orleans, 27th June, 1879. 

(Signed) Kk. SABOURIN, 
: Master in Chancery. 


Received the 27th June, 1879, and after due and diligent search 
and inquiry I return this notice, as | cannot find the defendant. 
28th June, 187%. 
° (Signed) T. HL. HIGINBOTITAM. 


You are hereby required to furnish me forthwith your statements 
in accordance with the annexed order of the honorable the circuit 


court. 
(Signed) ke. SABOURIN, 
| Master in Chancery. 
Order. 
United States Circuit Court, District of Louisiana. 
6395 Myra Crank GaAtNnes vs. P. H. Monsseaux, ef als. 


The complainant shall file before the master an account against 
the defendant in which shall be stated the rent, revenue, or value 
for use which she claims as an annual charge, and the number of 
year- for which she claims, 

The defendant in each case shall file a detailed statement of the 
items for which he claims credit, and, upon the issues thus presented, 
the master shall proceed to hear the matter referred to him accord- 
ing to the rules and practice in equity. 

2nd. Let the defendant file his statement with reference to any 
improvements which he has put upon the land recovered, for which 
he claims he should be entitled to be compensated, in case the com- 
plainant elects to take them, and within forty-eight hours thereafter, 
the complainant shall elect, and so signify her election to the mas- 
ter, as to whether she will take the improvements. But the amount 
charged by the defendant for the cost of the materials and work- 
inanship shall not be conclusive upon the complainant but may be 
inquired into by the master. 
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As to the costs of the inquiry with reference to the improvements 
the court will determine by future order. The several parties are 
directed to file their accounts in the several causes forthwith. 

Let interest be added on the improvements and on the annual 
rent or value for use. 

May 12th 1877. 

(Signed) KDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


Report of Master in Chancery as to Widow J. C. de St. Romes. Filed 
August 25rd, 1879. Marked L I1T in No. 8825, offered by Complain- 
ant September 50th, USSV. 


Circuit Court of the United States, Fifth Cireuit and District of 
Louisiana. 


To the honorable the judges of the cireuit court of the United States 
for the fifth cireuit and district of Louisiana: 


The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. St. Romes, by an order of this honorable 
court of the 9th day of June, 1879, having examined the testimony 
on file, and from information obtained from the offices of the reg- 

ister of conveyances and administrator of assessments for the 
6396 City of New Orleans, and from the testimony of witnesses cog- 

nizantlof the facts connected therewith, has the honor to report 
as foilows : 

That under the order of court above referred to he was required 
to ascertain the metes and bounds and to take an account of the 
rents and profits and value for use accrued and accruing from the 
property as set forth in said order since the same came into the pos- 
session of the defendant, the property being— 

Ist. Ten lots of ground, No. 1 to 10, insquare No. 16, bounded by 
Dumaine, St. Philip, Dupre, Gayosa, and Beilechasse streets, and 
was purchased by the defendant at the same time she purchased the 
balance of the square, on the 16th day of August, 1855, from Pierre 
Deverges, as per act passed before J. Lisban, notary public, and reg- 
istered in conveyance book 67, folio 582. 

2nd. The whole of syuare No. 45, bounded by St. Peter, Orleans, 
Salcedo, and Lopez streets, and measures 220 feet 6 inches front on 
St. Peter street; 114 feet 6 inches and 6 lines front on Lopez street; 
220 feet 6 inches front on Orleans street; and 114 feet 6 inches and 
7 lines front on Salcedo street, as per plan of J. A. Begeroul, dated 
24th December, 1856. The exact date of the possession of the defend- 
ant could not be found by the master, though diligent search in the 
conveyance office of this parish was made in order to ascertain by 
the record of transfers and sales before what notary and at what 
time the transfer and sale was made by Pierre Deverges, the previ- 
ous possessor, to this defendant; but it appearing in the assessment 
book of the City of New Orleans for the years 1863 and 1564, that 
in the year 1863 the above described property stood assessed in the 
name of Pierre Deverges, and that in the year 1864 the same prop- 
erty stood ass-ed in the name of the defendant. The master, un- 
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dersigned, by letter dated 4th August, 1879, addressed to the defend- 
ant and relating the above facts, requested of said defendant to give 
the exact date of her possession, or the name of the notary before 
whom her act of purchase had been made, stating at the same time 
that unless the same were furnished the Ist of January, 1864, would 
be assumed by the master as the date of defendant’s possession, from 
which date rents and revenues would be calculated. No answer 
having been received, the master assumes for the foregoing reasons 
“that defendant was in possession of the aforesaid property 
6397 since Ist January, 1564, and bases his calculation from that 
date. 

This ground, situated in what is known as the Blane tract, has 
never been fenced in or improved, and has always been left vacant. 
For the reasons more fully set forth in the master’s reports on un- 
improved and vacant property in the Blane tract, filed on the 19th 
November, 1877, llth May, and 17th June, 1878, annexed to the 

‘ase of H. Larquie and of the defendant herein, there will be al- 
lowed in favor of complainant and against defendant a yearly rent 
or value for use at the rate of five per cent. per annum net, that is 
to say, clear from all taxes and charges whatever, to be computed 
on the amount of seventy per cent. on the prices which said prop- 


erty brought at the auction sale of March, 1837, process-verbal of 


which is in evidence herein, with interest at the rate of 5 per cent. 
per annum on said yearly rents. Said allowance to begin from the 
date of the purchase of the property and to continue until it is de- 
livered to complainant, the computation being here made until the 
16th day of August, 1879. 


is Rent or Value for Use. 
Square Pe Ae A RE CP ecient: cereenecniealclaetaie $4,200 00 
7V per cent. of which would be the value of the property 
Pe I iin resecnecanissn:nndicaiatiaiiiaetenlasinsinicaiieadanis Nea 2.940 50 


Rent at the rate of 5 per cent. on value would be $147.00 
eS EE TOE ES POD ii icin idenniiniinniaaaies - $2,205 00 


Interest on Rents. 


Rent. Time. Rate. Interest, 
147 00 14 years. 5% 102 90 
147 00 .. *2 95 5D 
147 00 12 " ™ SS 20 
147 00 Ee i . 88 85 
147 00 10 5 “ 73 00 
147 00 = “ ; 66 15 
147 00 * . o8 SO 
147 00 : ag " 51 45 
147 OO » * . 44 10 
147 00 oe ' O06 TOD 
147 00 4 o ce 29 40 


147 00 3 ” 22 05 
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w 
5398 147 00 es ' 14 70 
147 00 a. “ 1 3 
147 00 
vent..-. $2,205 00 OO wineries ea ee 721 75 
Be eh hic chstencieelbieicectaieilcahcesisiinistevnisncihcoireselidgian ee eae wann Gane wo 
? Rent or Value for Use. 
10 lots, Nos. 1 to 10, in square No. 16, sold in 1837 for_. $5,500 00 
70 per cent. of which would be the value of the property 
DU I iain oh cleats nsw ereneensaee gine Medea 3,850 00 
Rent at the rate of 5 per cent. on value would be $192.00 
per year, and far 35 YORU. ..... ..nccnccnsencccesecn See 
Interest on Rents. 
Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
192. 50 25 years. o% 29) SU 
192 50 _—.6|lCS " 211 20 
192 50 —. ' 201 60 
192 50 —_— = ” 192 00 
192 50 3 * . 182 40 
eo 192 50 = * “ 172 SO 
192 50 3 ie . 163 20 
192 50 — = . 53 6O 
192 50 — * . 144 00 
192 50 — . 134 40 
192 50 —_—.-* . 124 SO 
192 50 — “ 115 20 
192 50 — = . 105 60 
192 50 _— * “ 9%} OO 
192 50 {) ” " S6 40 
192 50 S “ o 76 SO 
192 50 7 ” - 67 PO 
192. 50 () . we D7 6O 
192 50 Ss * . 48 00 
192 50 . * “ 38 40 
192 50 3 % . 25 SO 
_e 192 50 _— * “ 19 20 
192 50 _ . 9 60 
192 50 
Rent---. $4,620 00 Re br eee Se 2.649 60 
(ne CE OES Sw ee ORO et $7,269 60 
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hi capitulation. 


6399 Rent or value for use of square No. 45. 2,205 00 
Rent or value for use, 10 lots in square 
Sey sins nnst dey -ctieas tndaiaiaalieabiieg ila dea iteaiaea ae a 4.620 00 
TORRE TORE ciics scinnmiain se $6,825 00 
Interest on rents, square No, 43.-_------. -- 7i1 75 
Interest on rents, 10 lots, square No. 16----. 2,649 60 
OE TR os rics dna incier's's Gece ee 3,421 35 
Total due complainant -.-.--- nwetieidiinenas” a 
Master’s costs : 
Ni aise svnisphiciprnicnigoaais $200 
Metes and bounds ~_-~- 60 


S260 OO 
Respectfully submitted. 
Kk. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 10th August, 1879. 


clnnexred to Report. 


Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master in chancery, under an order 
from the honorable cireuit court of the United States for the dis- 
trict of Louisiana, dated 9th June, 1879, in the suit of Myra 
Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux et als., No. 3663, in the case of 
Widow J. C. de St. Romes, one of the defendants, claiming 10 lots 
In square No. 16, and the whole of square No, 43. 

NEW ORLEANS, 27th June, 1879. 

This case is fixed for hearing Wednesday, 2nd July, 1879, at 10 
o'clock. 

New Or.eans, 2nd July, 1879. 

This case fixed for hearing to-day was called. 

Present: W. Reed Mills, solicitor for complainant. The defend- 
ant, although duly notified on the 30th June, 1879, at her domicile, 
on St. Anne street, between Rampart and St. Claude streets, by leav- 
ing notice In the bards of Lulalu St. Martin, a person over 14 years 
of age, who stated that she resided on the premises, failed to appear 
either in person or by attorney, this testimony is taken ex parte at 
the request of the solicitor for complainant. 

Complainant, through her solicitor, being asked, says that she 
does not know whether any tax has been paid on this property. 

Complainant, through her solicitor, offers the testimony of E. A. 

Deslonde and J. W. Davis, taken in the cases of H Larquie, I. 
6400 M. Jacobs, and others, defendants in this suit, so far as re- 
gards vacant and unimproved property ; also the sale by publie 
auction made by the city on the 10th March, 1837, copy whereof is 


- 
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now on file before the master, as also all the evidence offered béfore 
the master, as also all the evidence offered in other cases of unim- 
proved and vacant property filed before the master. 


J. W. Davis, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, says: I 
have examined the property claimed by the defendant; it is vacant 
and unimproved. I estimate the value for use of the same at five 
per cent. per annum, net, on its-value. I have made my estimate 
for the reasons as set forth in my examination in the cases of I. M. 
Jacobs, Mrs. S. Magner, ef als. relative to unimproved lands in the 
Blane tract in the case of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux 
et al., No. 3663, United States circuit court. 


(Signed) J. WM. DAVIS. 


Kk. A. DesLtonpbe, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, says: 
I have heard the testimony of Mr. Davis read and fully corrobo- 
rate tlre same, and for the reasons given by myself in my testi- 
mony in the above-named cases, relative to unimproved and vacant 
lands in the Blanc tract. 
(signed) EK. A. DESLONDE. 


6401 Report of Master in Chancery as to Mrs. P. O. Peyroux. Filed 
Aug’t 23d, 1879. Marked. LILI in No. 8825, US. C. C., offered 
by Complainant 30th Sept'r, 1830. 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States 
for the fifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Peyroux by an order of this honorable court 
of the — day of , having examined the testimony on file, and 
from information obtained from the office of the register of convey- 
ances of the parish of Orleans, and from the testimony of witnesses 
cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has the honor to report 
as follows: 

That under the order of court above referred to he was required 
to ascertain the metes and bounds and to take an account of the 
vearly rents and revenues or value for use accrued and accruing from 
the property in said order set forth since the same came into the 
hands of the defendant, the property being: 

Ist. Nine certain lots of ground, numbered 3, 4; 5, 6, 7, 10, 11, 12, 
& 13, in square No. 15, bounded by Bellechasse, Dumaine, Van 
Buren, and Fourth streets. 

Lots 3 & 4 measure each 51 ft. 5 in. & 7 lines front on Dumaine 
street, 35 ft. 2 in. & 7 lines front on Bellechasse street. Lot 5 meas- 
ures 31 ft. 5 inches & 6 lines front on Dumaine street, 35 ft. 2 in. & 7 
lines front on Bellechasse street. Lot 3 measures in depth 142 ft. 9 in. 
& 2 lines in the line of lot No. 2. Lot 4, 158 ft. 9 in. on line of lot 
No.3. Lot 5,174 ft. 8 in. & 6 lines on line of lot No. 4, and 196 ft. 8 
in. & 3 lines on the other line. Lots 6 & 7 measure each 51 ft. 5 in. 
& 6 lines front on Dumaine street by 100 feet deep. Lots 10 & 11 
measure each 31 ft. 9 in. & 2 lines front on Fourth street, 125 ft. 11 

We 
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inches in depth, & 32 feet 11 in. [in] the rear, Lot 12 measures 32 


ft. 9 in. & 2 lines on Fourth street, 125 feet 11 in. on the line 
6402 separating it from lot No. 11, 24 ft. 19 in. & 3 lines in the 
rear, & 16 ft. 9 in. & 3 lines on Bellech asse street. 

Lot 13, from a triangle, measuring 56 ft. 3 in. & 2 lines on Fourth 
street by a depth and front of 124 ft. 2 in. on Bellechasse street. 

This property was acquired by the defendant by purchase from 
Bernard de Santos, as per act passed before A. Ducatel, notary pub- 
lic, on the 3d day of May, 1850, and registered in the conveyance 
office, book 62, folio 39. 

2nd. Six certain lots of ground, numbered 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, & 12 (as 
per plan of J. A. Bourgerol of 24th Dee’b’r, 1536), in square No. 19, 
bounded by Broad, Dumaine, St. Phillip, & Dorgenois streets. 

Lots 7,8, 9, & 10 measure each 29 ft. 8 in. & 1 line front on Broad 
street by 100 feet in depth, between parallel lines. Lots 11 & 12, 
measure each 29 feet 8 inches front on Broad street by 100 feet in 
depth, between parallel lines. 

This property was acquired by the defendant from Robert Mur- 
phy, as per act passed before Louis T. Caire, notary public, on the 
28th April, 1549, registered in conveyance office, book 47, folio 617. 

This property, situated in what is known as the Blane tract, has 
never been fenced in or improved, and_has always been left vacant. 

For the reasons more fully set forth in the master’s reports on un- 
improved and vacant property in the Blanc tract, filed on the 19th 
November, 1877, 11th of May and 17th June, 1878, annexed to the 
case of H. Larquie, one of the defendants herein, there will be 
allowed in favor of complainant and against defendant a yearly rent 
or value for use at the rate of five per cent. per annum net, that 1s 
to say, clear from all taxes and charges whatsoever, to be computed 
on the amount of seventy per cent. on the prices which said lots 
brought at the auction sale of 1837, proces-verbal of which is in 

evidence herein, with interest at the rate of 5 per cent. per 
6403 annum on said yearly renis, said allowance to begin from the 

date of the pureh: ise of the property by the defe ndant and to 
continue until it is delivered to the complainant, the computation 
being here made until the 3d day of May, 1879. 


Rent or Value for Use. 


S23 bard 


“Lots 38, 4, 5,6, 7, 10,11, 12,18, square No. 15, sold in 1837 


OD isin sn x» oun Hi rtecala ancl inlecicaessaientel oliaemeveathtiaaiaciaaTi ta eaaaks $4,275 00 
(0% of which would be the value of the property 
ve Serene gt cr pmimeme er > eee 2.992 50 


Rent at the rate of 5% on value would be $149.60 per 
VORe, G06 BF Dr PO. 6cincticucndninespaeiaee $4,538 40 
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Interest on Rents. 


tent. ' Time. Rate. Interest. 
149 60 28 years. DY 208 GO 
149 60 —- . 201 15 
149 60 — * “ 193 70 
149 60 ss * a 1S6 25 
149 60 — = on 178 SO 
149 60 = “ . 171 35 
149 60 —_— ” ' 163 90 
149 60 — ’ 156 45 
149 60 9 . 149 OO 
149 60 1p “ a 141 55 
149 60 _ * “ 54 10 
149 GO ae “ 126 65 
149 6O ig * “ 119 20 
149 6O i * 5 lll Jo 
149 60 ie 2 104 30 
149 60 wm * “ M%) SH 
149 60 — * a 89 40 
149 60 a :™ “ 81 O05 
149 GO _—* 7 74 50 
149 60 >.« “ 67 05 
149 60 _ oe " 59 6O 
149 60 - = a 52 15 
149 60 a . 44 70 
149 60 ae . Mf 2 
149 60 e..* a XY SO) 
149 60 ” 22 35 
149 6O ag - 14 90 
6404 149 60 ; * a 7 45 
149 60 
Rent.. $4,338 40 SRR Rae Renae ah $3,024 70 
TID sscisisteiaisnsucinaiinees hides sneering) 


Rent or Value for llxe. 


Lots 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, & 12, in square No. 19, sold in 1837 
Pe ra Re eaiasihiinaevaiies supuninciainne diailin csdisasminds 


F Sab a inne a 83.600 OO 
10% of which would be the value of the property in 


2.520 00 


GE tases cere cheesdiaeninencinritsigill eaiincac ansievtssinsiaec nace a 


Rent at the rate of 5% on value would be $126.00 per 
POU, GUE TE re I iis sneer 0 $3,780 OO 
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Interest on Rents. 


Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 

126 00 29) years. oY 182 70 

126 00 —- ” 176 40 

126 00 a " 170 10 

126 00 oo ws 165 SO 

126 00 7 * . 157 OU 

126 OO a ss 151 20 

126 OO —_— - 144 90 

126 OO _ ” 138 60 

126 OO — ™ 132 30 

126 OO — Ul ” 126 00 

126 OO _— = ™ 119 7O 

126 00 ‘i. ” 118 40 

126 OO t Beas ' 107 10 

126 00 6 * . 100 SO 

126 OO i» ” 4 50 

126 OO . - SS 20 

126 OO a o S1 90 

126 00 — . 75 60 

126 OO i 42 6 SO 

126 OO * a 63 OO 

126 OO = - DO 70 

126 00 ls " 50 40 

126 00 le as ™ 44 10 

126 OO = " 34 SO 

6405 126 00 5 « - 31 50 

126 0O y " 2h 20 

126 OO _ = - 1s 90 

126 00 a ws 12 60 

126 00 Nine “ 6 30 

126 OO 
Rent_. $3,780 00 ee a nen 2740 50 
NE iikchiicintcdininicioiciinaiaimciuii that cia Ue ~ $6,520 50 
Recapitulation. 

ee Oe UO ON GE I aie ints eden hae $4,538 40 

men OO el Bile, BOT Oia ain csiceenintiwinean 3,024 70 
PR sa sniscistsrsitniniieiieacacencinaitaalidapiiacses 0 or’ $7,363 10 

en. ores Sane, TR $3,780 00 

Interest to 3d May, 1879___________ sienoniidal . 2,740 50 
SI biniibsstaaiineiiceinniablieidachiels Mies iar ae olin tent 6,520 50 
Total due complainant ~..-........-..-. $13,883 60 


Say, $15,883.60. 


REC NNER: cacy g 


— 
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Master’s costs: 
ING a cisee cisnnscitaniitiinciren S150 
Metes & bounds _------- 30 


SISO OO 


Respectfully submitted. 
Kk. SABOURIN 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 6th August, 1879. 


Report of Master in ¢ ‘hancery as to Kdoward Guillot. Filed August 25d, 
1879. Marked LIMIT in No. SS: 25, U. & ¢. G. offered by Complainant 
30th Sept., 1880. 


To the honorable the judges of the cireuit court of the United States 
for the fifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Guillot, by an order of this honorable court 
of the 9th day of June, 1879, having examined the testimony on 
file, and from information obtained from the office of the register of 
conveyances for the parish of Orleans, and from the testimony of wit- 
nesses cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has the honor to 

report as follows, to wit: 
6406 That under the order of court above referred to he was re- 

quired [to] ascertain the metes and bounds and to take an 
account of the rents, revenues, and values for use accrued and 
accruing from the property, as set forth in said order, since the same 
came into the possession of the defendant, the property being three 
certain lots of ground in square No. 30, bounded by Orleans, St. Ann, 
First, and Second streets, suid lots being numbered 1, 2, & 3 (on a 
plan of J. A. Bourgerol, dated 24th of December, 1836), and meas- 
ure cach 30 feet 9 in. & 3 lines front on St. Ann St. by the follow- 
ing depth-: 

Lot No. 1, 95 ft. & 5 lines on First St. 

92 “ 11 in. & 5 lines on lot No. 2. 
we ek SF 
92 “ 10in. & do. No. 5. 
ee gS ee 
a” Fee * «do. No. 4. 

This property was acquired by the defendant by purchase from 
the City of New Orleans, as per act passed before F. D’Armas, notary 
publie, on the Ist May, 1837, and registered in the conveyance office, 
book 22, fo. G62 

This prope rty, situated in what is known as the Blane tract, has 
always been left vacant and unimproved. 

lor the reasons more fully set forth in the master’s reports on un- 
improved and vacant property in the Blane tract, filed on the 19th 
November, 1877, llth May and 17th June, 1878, annexed to the 
‘ase of H. Larquie, one of the defendants herein, there will be al- 
lowed in favor of complainant and against defendant a yearly rent 


o24u 


bo ~! 
© 
~ 
© 
. 


| 
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or value for use at the rate of five per cent. per annum net, that is 
to say, clear from all taxes and charges whatsoever, to be computed 
on the amount of seventy per cent. on the prices which said lots 
brought at the auction sale of March, 1837, proces-verbal of which is 
in evidence herein, with interest at the rate of 5 per cent. per an- 
num on said yearly rents, said allowance to begin from the date of 
the purchase, and to continue until the property is delivered to com- 
plainant, the computation being here made until the Ist day of 
May, 157%). 
Rent or Value for Use. 


6407 Lots 1, 2, and 3, square No. 30, sold in 1837 for.._-. $1,350 00 
70 per cent. of which would be the value of the 


emery OU EO WIG acne mistinn dp soca lciailiesivaledeadiacaoae $945 00 


Rent at the rate of 5 per cent. on value would be $47.25 
per year, and for 42 years._-.. specialise saiale $1,984 50 


Interest on Rents. 


Rent. Time. tate. Interest. 
47 25 41 years. a% 5 35 
47 25 > * de, 94 OO 
47 25 39 ”  2< 
47 25 aolC" - S89 30 
47 25 SE 7 S695 
47 25 Ss .* ” S4 60 
1 2 ao CO a 82 25 
47 25D — | ” 79 90 
47 25 — = 6 771i OO 
47 25 i ” Jo 20 
i 25 ” . 72 8o 
47 25 30 “ . 70 50 
47 25 — - 6S 15 
47 25 ite e 65 SO 
47 25 > ae cciilaa ” 63 45 
47 25 a Vs 61 10 
41 2 — = “ a8 7d 
47 25 — - ob 40 
4i 2 —_— ” D4 O5 
47 25 _—. ” Dl 70 
ii 2D | ” AQ 35 
47 25 5 « " 47 00 
AT 25 _ 1 44 65 
47 25 . * @ 42. 30 
AT 25 _— wl 39 OD 
43.20 i os 37 GOO 
AZT 25 .™ “ 30 2d 
AT 25 — a2. 90 
AT 25 _— e 300 Do 
47 25 — ” 28 20 


47 25 2 : 20 So 


—_— 


—— 


—, - «FF 
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47 25 _— " 23 50 
47 25 oe 1. 21 15 
6408 AT 25 BS * id 1S 30 
AT 25 | i ni 16 45 
Over__. $1,658 75 $1,974 00 $1,984 50 


Rent or Value for Use. 


tent. Time. ate. Interest. 
1,653 75 D% L974 00 
47 25 6 years. " 14 10 
47 25 ey He ll 75 
47 25 ~ : 9 40 
47 25 in ” 7 05 
47 25 - on 4 70 
47 25 es 5 2 30 
47 25 
Rent_-~ $1,984 50 SIE viinnsnnnaiiticn 2.023 35 
Beene Ge Cemnpennat.... .. cnnnnccdsnenianin $4,007 85 
Master’s costs : 
FO CG i ccncinterenrinien $150 00 
Metes and bounds... = 330: - OU 


$180 OO 


Respectfully submitted. 


— 
> 


» SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 6th August, 1879. 


Notice Attached. 
U.S. Cireuit Court for the Fifth Cireuit and District of Louisiana. 
Myra CLARK GAINEs vs. P. H. Monsseaux ef al. 


To Edward Guillot: 

You are hereby notified to appear before me at my office, No. 14 
Exchange Place, on the 2nd day of July, 1879, at 10 o’clock a. m., 
there to protect your interest as a defendant in the above-entitled case, 
wherein testimony is to be taken in the matter of rents and reve- 
nues. 

Master’s office, New Orleans, 22d June, 1879. 

E. SABOURIN, 


Master in Chancery. 


Endorsement on notice: Received the 27th of June, ’79, and after due 
and diligent search and inquiry, I return this notice, as | could not 
find the defengant. T. H. Higenbotham. 28th June, ’79. 

»” 


? 
f 
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6409 Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master in chancery, under 
order from the hon. circuit court of the United States for 
the district of Louisiana, dated 9th June, ’79, in the suit of Myra 


Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux et al., No. 3663, in the case of 


Edward Guillot, one of the defendants claiming lots 1, 2, & 3 in 
square No. 30. 
27TH JUNE, 187%. 

This case is fixed for hearing Wednesday, 2nd July, 1879, at 10 
o'clock a. m. 

NEW ORLEANS, 2nd July, 1879. 

This case, fixed for hearing this day, was ealled. Present: Wim. 
Reed Mills, solicitor for complainant. The defendant, after due and 
diligent search and inquiry, not having been found, and not appear- 
ing in person or by attorney, this testimony is taken ex parte at the 
request of the solicitor for the complainant. Complainant, being 
asked through her solicitor, says: That she does not know whether 
any tax has “been paid on this property. Complainant, through her 
solicitor, offers the testimony of E. A. Deslonde and J. W. Davis, 
taken in the eases of HH. Larquie, I’, M. Jacobs, and others, defendants 
in this suit, so far as regards vacant and unimproved property ; also 
the sale by public auction made by the city on the 10th Mareh, 
1837, copy whereof is now on file before the master, as also all the 
evidence offered in other Cases of unimproved‘and vacant property 
filed before the master. 

J. W. Davis, being duly sworn in behalf of complainant, says: 

I have examined the property claimed by the defendant; it is 
vacant and unimproved. I estimate the value for use of the same 
at 5 per cent. net on its value. I have made my estimate for the 
reasons as set forth In my examination in the cases of F. M. Jacobs, 
M.S. Magner, and others, relative to unimproved lands in the Blane 
tract in the suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux et al., No. 
3663, U.S. circuit court. 

(S'o’d) : J. WM. DAVIS. 
6410 ly. A. Destonpr, being duly sworn on behalf of complain- 
ant, says: 

[ have heard the testimony of Mr. Davis read, and and fully cor- 
roborate the : Same, and for the reasons eiven by myself in) my testi- 
mony in the above-named cases relative to unimproved and vacant 
lands in the Blane tract. 


Kk. A. DESLONDE. 


Report of Master in Chance ry as to J.B. Robertson. Filed ‘lugust 25rd, 
1879. Marked LIL in No. 8825, U.S. C.C., offered by Complainant 
dUth Sept., 1S8V. 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States 
for the fifth district of Louisiana : 


The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 


above cuse of Gaines vs. Robertson by an order of this honorable 
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court of the 9th June, 1879, having examined the testimony on file, 
and from information obtained from the office of the register of con- 
veyance for the parish of Orleans, and from the testimony of wit- 
hesses cognizant of the facts conneeted therewith, has the honor to 
report as follows: | 
That under the order of court above referred to he was required 
to ascertain the metes and bounds & to take an account of the yearly 
rents and profits or value for use accrued and accruing from the 
property set forth in said order since the same came into the posses- 
sion of the defendant, the property being two certain lots of ground 
In square No. 20, bounded by Broad, Dorgenois, St. Ann, & Dumaine 
streets, said lots being numbered 12 & 15, on a plan of J. A. Ber- 
gerol dated 24th December, 1836, and measure each 51 fect 3 inches 
& 5 lines front on Dumaine St. by 165 ft. 1 inch & 6 lines in depth 
between parallel lines. Said property was acquired by the defend- 
ant by purchase from b. O. Vignaud, as per act passed before A, 
Ducatell, notary public, on the 26th March, 1855, and registered in 
the conveyance office, book 58, folio 6835. 
This property [is] situated in what is known as the 
6411 “Blane tract” has never been fenced in or improved, and has 
always been left vacant. For the reasons more fully set forth 
in the master’s reports on unimproved and vacant property in the 
Blane tract, filed on the 19th November, 1877, 11th May, and 17th 
June, 1878, annexed to the case of Hl. Larquie, one of the defend- 
ants herein, there will be allowed in favor of complainant and 
against defendant a yearly rent or vaiue for use at the rate of 5 per 
cent. per annum net, that is to say, clear from all taxes and charges 
whatsoever, to be computed on the amount of seventy per cent. on 
the prices which said lots brought at the auction sale of March, 
LS37, proces-ve rbal of which is in evidenee herein, with interest at 
the rate of 5 per cent. per annum on said yearly —, said allowance 
to begin from the date of the purchase of the property, and to con- 
tinue until it is delivered to complainant, the computation being 
here made until the 26th day of March, L879. 


Rent or 1 cel ite for [ Tse. 


Lots 12 & 13 in square No. 20 sold in 1837 for._------- $1,050 00 

70 per cent. of which would be the value of the property 
I i septentntis: dideibaitenea tans almaiuiia ala 735 UO 

Rent at the rate of 5 per cent. on value would be $36.75 
Ber ERs, GG Ft BS FONE... cce -ccncieceenes awe ee oe 

Rent. Time, Rate. Interest. 

o6 75 20 years. a % 15> OO 

ov To — ° 43° 20 

oO 7d _ z 41 40 

v6 7) <r ‘ 39 GO 

ob To _— % ot SO 

30 75 i " oF OO 

OU To _ ss ot 20 
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36 75 — . d2 40 
36 75 7 ae * 30 60 
36 75 — © . 28 SO 
36 75D | Bea . 27 00 
oO TO Bw “ 2) 20 
b412 36 75 orate sw 25 40 
36 10 ane re 21 60 
306 TO ave we 19 SO 
O06 TO sitinioi eli 1S 00 
a6 fo mane: its 16 20 
36 75 is aL. l4 40 
o0 7d icici Pen 12 60 
56 7D fa soul 10 SO 
300 7D iesieiicias am 9 OO 
36 75 do 7 20 
do FTO nee ¥ Db 40 
36 75D aan mi? 3 60 
06 TO le as 1 SU 
. 30 1)’ 
Rent ~~ $955 50 i 585 OO 


Total due complainant -...-........--.---.--- $140 oO 


Master’s costs: 


ee, rae S125 
CO. oe See 30 
S155 


Respectfully submitted. 

cE. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 

New Orleans, 6th Aug’t, 1879. ) : 


Notice Atiached. 
U.S. Cireuit Court for the Fifth Circuit and Distriet of Louisiana. 
Myra CLarK GAINEs vs. P. H. Monsseaux et al. 


To J. B. Robertson : 

You are hereby notified to appear before me at my office, No. 14 
Exchange Place, on the 2nd day of July, 1879, at 10 o’clock a. m., 
there to protect your interest as a defendant in the above-entitled 
case, Wherein testimony is to be taken in the matter of rents and 
revenues. 

Master’s Office, New Orleans, 27th June, 1879. 

E. SABOURIN, 


Master in Chancery. 


oo o-oo 


7. ~~ owe 
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Endorse lii¢ nl Oil Notice. 


6415 Received the 27th June, 79, and after due and diligent 
search and inquiry I return this notice as | could not find 
the defendant. 


28 June, 79. : , T. IL. HIGINBOTITAM. 


Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master in chancery, under order 
from the hon. circuit court of the United States for the district of 
Louisiana, dated the 9th June, 1879, in the suit of Myra Clark 
Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux ef a/., in the case of J. B. Robertson, 
one of the defendants, claiming lots 12 & 15, in square No. 20. 

27TH June, 1879. 
This case is fixed for hearing Wednesday, 2nd July, 1879, at 10 

a.m. 

New Or eANsS, 2nd July, 1879. 
This ease, fixed for hearing this day, was called. Present: W. Reed 
Mills, solicitor for complainant. The defendant, after due and 
diligent search and inquiry, not having been found, and not ap- 
pearing in person or by attorney, this testimony is taken ex parte at 
the request of the solicitor for the complainant. 
Complainant, through her solicitor, being asked, says that she 
does not know whether any taxes have been paid on this property. 
Complainant, through her solicitor, offers the testimony of E. A, 

Deslonde & J. W. Davis, taken in the cases of Hl. Larquie, F. M. 

Jacobs, & others, defendants in this suit, so far as regards vacant 

and unimproved property, as to the sale mi te by public auction 

hy the city on the 10th March, 1857, COpV of which is on file before 
the master, as also all the evidence offered in the eases of unim- 
proved and vacant property filed before the master. 


J. W. Davis, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, says : 
[ have examined the property claimed by the defendant; it is 
vacant and unimproved ; I estimate the value for use of the same 
at five per cent., net, on its value. | have made my estimate for the 
reasons set forth in my examination in the cases of IF. M. 
6414 Jacobs, Mrs. S. Magner, and others relative to unimproved 
lands in the Blane tract in the suit of Myra Clark Gaines vs. 

P. H. Monsseaux ef al., No. 8663, U.S. circuit court. 


(S’e'd) J. WM. DAVIS. 


It. A. Destonpe, being duly swo. ec» »ehalf of complainant, says: 
[ have heard the testimony of J. W is read and fully corroborate 
the same, and for the reasons given by me in my testimony in the 
above-named ‘cases relative to unimproved and vacant lands in the 
Blanc tract. 


(S’g’d) E. A. DESLONDE. 


PL Tne 
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Report of Master in Chancery as to Louis £. Nee. Filed August 23d, 
1879. Marked LIT in No. 8825, U.S. C. C, offered by Complain- 
ant 30th Sept'b’r, 1580. | 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States 
for the fifth circuit and district of Louisiana : 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Nee by an order of this honorable court 
of the 9th June, 1879, having examined the testimony on_ file, 
and from information obtained from the office of the register of 
conveyances for the parish of Orleans, and from the testimony of 
Witnesses cognizant of the facts connected therewith,-has the honor 
to report as follows: , , 

That under the order of court above referred to he was _ re- 
quired to ascertain the metes and bounds and to take an account of 
the rents and profits and value for use accrued and accruing from 
the property as set forth in said order since the same came into 
ossession of the defendant, the property being— | 

Thé undivided half of 2 certain lots of ground, Nos. 2 & 3, 
in square No. 48, bounded by Hagan avenue, Rendon, Toulouse, 
& St. Peter streets. Lot No. 2 measures 35 ft. 5 in. 2 lines front 
on Hagan avenue by 153 feet 11 inches in depth. Said property was 

acquired by the defendant by purchase from Seanaien, 
6415 as per act passed before KE. T. Parker, sheriff, convey- 

ance book 86, folio 156. This property, situated in what 
is known as the Blane tract, has never been improved, and 
has always been left vacant. For the reasons more fully set forth 
in the master’s reports on unimproved and vacant property in 
the Blane tract, filed on the 19th November, 1877, 11th May and 
17th June, 1875, annexed to the case of H. Larquie, one of the 
defendants herein, there will be allowed in favor of complainant and 
against defendant a yearly rent or value for use at the rate of 5 per 
cent. per annum net, that is to say, clear from all taxes and charges 
whatsoever, to be computed on the amount of seventy per cent. on 
the prices which said lots brought at the auction sale of March, 
1857, procés-verbal of which is in evidence herein, with interest at the 
rate of 5 per cent. per annum on said yearly rents, said allowance to 
begin from the date of the purchase of the property and to continue 
until it is delivered to the complainant, the computation being here 
made until the 26th day of April, 1879. This property was pur- 
chased by defendant on the 26th October, 1861. 


Rent or Value for Use. 


4 of lots 2 & 3, square 48, sold in 1837 for ---.-..-__- S500 00 
7U per cent. of which would be the value of the property 
mes Cookalon, BBE, 9 conse cticneiieicnis aceiAiaadniiins o020 OO 


Rent at the rate of 5 per cent. on value would be $17.50 
per your, and To6 17) YORTG.. Biwi ccimcmenbiinninn $306 25 


THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS YS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. OL77 


Interest on Rents. 


Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
$17 50 165 years. a4 S14 55 
7 50 i ‘ 13 48 
7 50 aa se 12 61 
17 50 a. * m 11 74 
17 50 « 10,87 
17 50 i “ 10 00 
17 50 103“ “ 9 13 
17 50 a ” S 26 
17 50 | . 7 39 
6416 17 50 ee . 6 O2 
17 50 7 5 OO 
17 50 5 : 475 
17 50 Sy . 3 91 
17 50 3 * 3 04 
17 50 _.* sel ee 2 17 
17 50 - ie " 1 30 
17 50 es as 43 
8 75 
Rent -. $306 25 Re sisincncibiticenietonincensinmitecd 125 63 
TOGHE GS GH 6.5. cee wnsnamidninnmen $431 8S 
Master’s costs : 
SIO cnincirtessite:ncsivins sieeapibininen $100 O00 
Metes:& bounds..-:---. 30 00 


$130 00 
Respectfully submitted. 
E. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 6th August, 1879. 
Notice Attached. 
U.S. Cireuit Court for the Fifth Cireuit and District of Louisiana. 
Myra CLark GaAtrnes vs. P. H. Monsseaux et al. 
To Louis E. Nee: 

You are hereby notified to appear before me at my office, No. 14 
Exchange Place, on the 2nd day of July, 1879, at 10 a. m., there to 
protect your interest as a defendant in the above-entitled case, 
wherein. testimony is to be taken in the matter of rents and revenues. 

Master’s office, New Orleans, 27th June, 1879. 

E. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 


Endorsement on Notice. 


Received the 27th June, 1879, and after due and diligent search 
and inquiry I return this notice, as I could not find the : defendant. 


25th June, ’79. T. OH. HIGINBOTHAM. 
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Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master in chancery, under 
6417 order from the hon. circuit court of the United States for 
the district of Louisiana, dated 9th June, 1879, in the suit 
of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Monsseaux et al, in the case of 
Louis Ek. Nee, one of the defendants, claiming the undivided half 
of lots Nos. 2 & 5, in square 48. 
 2irn June, 1879. 
This case is fixed for hearing Wednesday, 2nd July, 1879, at 10 
o'clock a. m. 
New Or eans, 2nd July, 1879. 
This case, fixed for hearing this day, was called. Present: W. 
Reed Mills, solicitor for complainant. The defendant, after due and 
diligent search and inquiry, not having been found, and not appear- 
ing in person or by attorney, this testimony is taken ex parte at the 
request of the solicitor for the complainant. 
Complainant, through her solicitor, being asked, says that she 
does not know whether any tax has been paid on this property. 
Complainant, through her solicitor, offers the testimony of KE. A. 
Deslonde and J. W. Davis, taken in the cases of Hl. Larquie, F. M. 
Jacobs, and others, defendants in this suit, so far as regards vacant 
and unimproved property ; also the sale by publie auction made by 
the city on the 10th Mareh, 1857, copy whereof is now on file before 
the master, as also all the evidence offered in other cases of unim- 
proved and vacant property filed before the master. 


J. W. Davis, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, says: 
[ have examined the property claimed by the defendant. It is va- 
cant and unimproved. I estimate the value for use of the same at 
five per cent. per annum, net, on its value. I have made my esti- 
mate for the reasons as set forth in my examination in the cases of 
I’. M. Jacobs, Mrs. 5. Magner, and others relative to unimproved 
lands in the Blane tract in the case of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. 
Monsseaux ef al., No. 3665, U.S. cireuit court. 


(S’o'd) J. WM. DAVIS. 


Ei. A. Destonpe, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, says: 
I have heard read the testimony of Mr. Davis, and fully cor- 
6418 roborate the same, and for the reasons given by myself in 
my testimony in the above-named cases relative to upim- 
proved and vacant lands in the Blane tract. | 
(S’o’d) Kk. A. DESLONDE. 


Report of the Master in Chancery as to Mrs. Felix Forstall. Filed Au- 
gust 23d, 1879. Marked LITT, No. 8825, U.S. C. C., offered by Com- 
plainant 50th September, 1880. 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court .of the United 
States for the fifth cireuit and district of Louisiana: 
The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Forstall by an order of this honorable court 
of the 9th day of June, 1878, having examined the testimony on file, 
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and from information obtained from the office of the register of con- 
veyances for the parish of Orleans, and from the testimony of wit- 
nesses cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has the honor to 
report as follows : 

That under the order of court above referred to he was_ re- 
quired to ascertain the mietes and bounds and to take itll account of 
the rents, profits, and value for use accrued and accruing from the 
property, as set forth in said order, since the same came into the pos- 
session of the defendant, the property being— 

Four certain lots of ground, Nos. 17, 18, 19, & 20, in square No. 
30, bounded by Orleans, St. Ann, First, and Second streets, and 
measure, as per plan of J. A. Bourgerol of 24th December, 1556, as 
follows, each 30 ft. 9 in. & 3 lines front on Orleans street : 

Lot 17 measures 92’ 7” 7” in line of lot No. 16. 

| do. — +t * a awe se 
ais 2 GS Fr ~ Ga Gi meee. 
do. 2 10° 2" © do. do. No. 19. 

do. 19 ~~ do. ars * da Ge Be te 
do. ot) i: oe 

do. 20 do. oe ee el do. «do. No. 19. 


do. O95 * da First street. 
6419 This property was acquired by the defendant by purchase 
from the City of New Orleans, through transfer from Edouard 
Guillot, as per act before , hotary public, dated the 15th 


March, 1841, and registered in conveyance office, book 22, folio 662. 

This property, situated in what is known as the Blane tract, has 
been left vacant and unimproved. 

‘or the reasons more fully set forth in the master’s reports on un- 
improved and vacant property in the Blane tract, filed on the 19th 
November, 1877, 11th May and 17th June, 1875, annexed to the case 
of H. Larquie, and of the defendants herein, there will be allowed in 
favor of complainant and against defendant a yearly rent or value 
for use at the rate of 5% per annum net, that is to say, clear from 
all taxes and charges whatsoever, to be computed on the amount of 
seventy per cent. on the prices which said lots brought at the aue- 
tion sale of March, 1837, proe?s-verbal of which is in evidence herein, 
with interest at the rate of 5% per annum on said yearly rents, said 
allowance to begin from the date of the purchase of the property and 
to continue until the same is delivered to the complainant. 

The complainant having obtained judgment for this property 
against Mr. Melchoir Michel, and the reference having been made to 
the undersigned master as to said party to ascertain the rents, rev- 
enues, and value for use, this report is made up until the time that 
Mr. Melchoir Michel came into the possession of the property, say 
22d January, 1868. 

Interest is calculated on the annual rents up to 15th March, 1879. 
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Rent or Value for Use. 


Lots 17, 18,19, & 20 in square No. 30, sold in 1857 for ~~ $1,800 00 
70% of which would be the value of the property on 
I, OPED np cbsietp ces eerste til a 1,260 00 


oo 


Rentat the rate of 5% on value would be $63.00. per 


GT OE SOE GES FONE nic entries ninitanixinieinn $1,690 50 
Interest on Pents. 
Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
H420 S63 00. Od years. dD 1; 116 55 
63 OO —. ‘ 113 40 
63 00 | . 110 25 
63 OO | se 4 107 10 
63 O00 — 9 103 95 
63 OO — By 100 SO 
633 OO — oo " Q7 65 
63 OO —: - 94 50 
63 OO — * . 91 3a 
63 OO —S « " ES 20 
63 OO — eae SH O05 
63 00 ae “ oe 
63 00 7 “ 78 75 
63 OO — 6 6 " 75 6O 
63 OO _— 72 4o 
63 OO A 1 69 30 
63 O00 21 ; 66 15 
63 OO _— * ” 63 O00 
63 OO 5 * “ 59 85 
63 OO —: . ‘D6 70 
63 O00 OY Fass ' 53 55° 
63 OO i vs 50 40 
63 00 = * . 1G 25 
63 00 ie bs 44.10 
635 OO 13 ” LO 95 
63 OO ea we ot SO 
D2. dU ee " 28 85 
Rent_- $1,690 50 ae $2,185 40 
Due complainant ~-----~-- icine ta ta is $3,825 90 
Master’s costs: 
BR a taht ceanndeeninincesn-antiniin $150 
Metes and bounds_____-_- 30 
S1S0 


Respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) Kk. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 6th August, 1879. 
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Notice Attached. 
U. S. Cireuit Court for the Fifth Circuit and District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Us -No. 3665. 


P. H. Monsseaux et al. } 
6421 To Mrs. Felix Forstall : 

You are hereby notified to appear before me at my office, No. 
14 Exchange Place, on the 2d day of July, 1879, at 10 o'clock 
a. m., there to protect your interest as a defendant in the above- 
entitled case, wherein testimony is to be taken in the matter of 


rents and revenues. 
Master’s Office, New Orleans, 27th June, 1879. 


Endorsmenton notice: Received the 27th June, 1879, and, after due 
and diligent search and inquiry, I return this notice, as I could not 
find the defendant. 

Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master in chancery, under order 
from the hon. cireuit court of the United States for the district of 
Louisiana, dated 9th June, 187%, in the suit of Myra Clark Gaines 
vs. P. H. Monsseaux ef al., in the case of Mrs. Felix Forstall, one 
of the defendants claiming lots 17, 18, 19, 20, square 30. 

277TH JUNE, 1ST. 

This case is fixed for hearing Wednesday, 2nd July, 1879, at 10 

o'clock a. m. 
| NeW ORLEANS, 2nd July, 1879. 

This case, fixed for hearing this day, was called. Present: W. 
Reed Mills, solicitor for complainant. The defendant, after due 
and diligent search and inquiry, not having been found, and not 
appearing in person or by attorney, this testimony is taken er parte 
at the request of the solicitor for complainant. Complainant, 
through her solicitor, being asked, says that she does not know 
whether any tax has been paid on this property. Complainant, 
through her solicitor, offers the testimony of E. A. Deslonde and J. 
W. Davis, taken in the cases of I. Larquie, IF. M. Jacobs, and others, 
defendants in this suit, so far as regards vacant and unimproved 
property ; also the sale by public auction made by the city on the 
10th March, 1837, copy of which ison file before the master, as also 
the evidence offered in other cases of unimproved & vacant prop- 
erty filed before the master. 


422 J. W. Davis, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, 
Says : 

I have examined the property claimed by the defendant; it is 
vacant and unimproved; I estimate the value for use of the same 
at five per cent. net on its value; I have made my estimate for the 
reasons as set forth in my examination in the eases of F. M. Jacobs, 
Mrs. 8. Magner, and others relative to unimproved lands in the 
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Blane tract, in the ease of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Mous- et a/., 
No. 3665, U.S. circuit court. 
(S’o"d) J. W. DAVIS. 


E. A. Destonpr, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, 
Says: 
[ have heard read the testimony of Mr. Davis, and fully corrob- 
orate the same, and for the reasons given by myself in my testimony aad 
in the above-named cases relative to unimproved and vacant lands 
in the Blane tract. 
(S’g"d) | Kk. A. DESLONDE. 


Report of the Master in Chancery as to Peter Muller. Filed Aug’t 23d, 
1879. Marked LIIT in No. 8825, U. S. C. C, offered by Complain- 
ant 30th Sept’r, 1880. 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States 

for the fifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Miller by an order of this honorable court 
of the Yth day of June, 1879, having examined the testimony on 
file, and from information obtained from the office of the register 
of conveyances for the parish of Orleans, and from the testimony | 
of witnesses cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has the a 
honor to report as follows, to wit: That under the order of court 
above referred to he was required to ascertain the metes and bounds 
and to take an account of the rents and profits and value for use 
accrued and accruing from the property as set forth in said order 
since the same came into the possession of the defendant, the prop- 
erty being a certain lot of ground, No. 6, in square No. 37, bounded 

by Broad, Dorgenois, Orleans, and St. Ann streets, as per plan 
6423 of J. A. Bourgerol, dated ‘the 24th day of December, 1536. 
Said lot measures 31 ft. 8 in. front on St. Ann St. by 84 ft. 8 

in. —depth on the left line and 84 ft. 5 in. & 6 lines in the other side 
line. This property was acquired by the defendant by purchase 
from Edw. Wiemann, as per act passed before Charles Cuvellie, 
notary public, in the 17th M: ay, 1864, and registered in the convey- 
ance office, book 88, folio 92. In this case the defendant, though 
diligently searched for, could not be found, and was unrepresented ; 
and complainant, through her solicitor, having requested that evi- 
dence on her behalf should be taken ez parte, it was so: received by 
the master undersigned. The evidence discloses that defendant is 
in possession of lot No. 6, in square No. 37, above described, since 
the 17th of May, 1864; that the improvements thereon consist of a 
one-story frame raised cottage, over 20 years old, worth at present 
about $400, and that a fair average rental value of said property 
since the time of defendant’s possession until now is $10.00. per 
month. There is no evidence to show who placed the improve- 
ments on the property, and as the testimony indicates that they 
were not built by the defendant, no allowance can therefore be made 
in his favor. No payment of taxes by the defendant being shown, 


—— 
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none can be allowed defendant. Complainant is, therefore, allowed 
against defendant, as the rental value of the property aforesaid, 
$10.00 per month from the 17th May, 1864, date of said defendant’s 
purchase, until now, with 5 per cent. interest on the total of each 
year’s rent until final payment. ‘The computation is here made 
until the 17th May, 1879. 


Rent from the 17th May, 1864, to 17th May, 1879, 15 years, 
CD Fe ee i siti rennin enendamiins $1,800 00 


Interest on Rents. 


Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
120 00 14 years. % 84 00 
120 OO — * 75 OO 
120 OO — "1 72 00 
120 O00 — = . 66 OO 
120 OO — * - 60 OO 
120 00 Se « 54 00 

6424 120 OO S * “ 48 OO 
120 00 Vee 7 42 OO 
120 00 S * a 36 OO 
120 OV 5 « ” OU OO 
120 OO . ” 24 OO 
120 00 a ” IS 0O 
120 00 - 2s 12 00 
120 OO ..™ ' 6 OO 
120 OO 

Rent__-$1,800 00 | | nae 630 00 

ee Fe I os cee ccccsinisuntnthipsiattipaier cance $2,430 00 
Master’s costs : 
BEE eniesinntapsmniishinienien $150 00 
Metes & bounds ~~~ .--.. 30 OO 


S180 OO 


Respectfully submitted. 
EK. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 6th August, 1879. 


Notice Attached. 
U.S. Cireuit Court for the Fifth Cireuit and District of Louisiana. 
Myra CLARK GAINES vs. P. H. Monsseaux. 
To Peter Muller: 
You are hereby notified to appear before me, at my office, No. 


14 Exchange Place, on 2d day of July, 1879, at 10 o'clock a. m., 
there to protect your interest as a defendant in the above-enti- 
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tled case, wherein testimony is to be taken in the matter of rents 
and revenues. 
Master’s office, New Orleans, 27th June, 1879. 
KE. SABOURIN, 


Mester in Chancery. 


Endorsement on notice: Ree’d 27th June, 1879, and after due 
and diligent search and inquiry I return this notice, as I could not 
find the ‘defendant. 28th June, 1879. T. H. Higinbotham. 


You are hereby required to furnish me forthwith your statements 
in accordance with the annexed order of the honorable the cireuit 
court. , 

EK. SABOURIN, 
Master in Chancery. 
Order. 
United’ States Cireuit Court, District of Louisiana. 
5425. Myra Crark Gatnes vs. P. H. Monsseaux et als. 


The complainant shall file before the master an account against 


the defendant, in whieh shall be stated the rent, revenue, or value— 
for use, Which she claims as an annual charge and the number of 


vears for which she claims. The defendant in-each case shall file a 
detailed statement of the items for which he claims credit, and upon 
the issues as thus presented the master shall proceed to hear 
the matter referred to him according to the rules and practice in 
equity. 2d. Let the defendant file his statement, with reference to 
any improvements which he has put upon the land recovered, for 
which he claims he should be entitled to be compensated in case 
the complainant elects to take them, and within forty-eight , hours 
thereafter the complainant shall elect and so signify her elec ‘Lion to 
the master as to whether she will take the improve ments. But the 
amount charged by the defendant for the cost of the materials and 
workmanship shall not be conclusive upon the complainant, but may 
be inquired into by the master. As to the costs of this inquiry, with 
reference to the improvements, the court will determine by future 
order. The several parties are directed to file their accounts in the 
several causes forthwith. Let interest be added on the improvements 
and on the annual rents or value for use. 


(S’o’d) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master in chancery, under order from 
the hon. circuit court of the United States for the district of Louis- 
lana, dated 9th of June, 1879, in the suit of Myra Clark Gaines 
vs. P. H. Monsseaux ef a/., in the case of Peter Muller, one of the 
defendants claiming lot No. 6 in square 37, purchased on the 17th 
May, 1864. 


271TH JUNE, 1879. 


This case is fixed for hearing Wednesday, 2nd July, 1879, at 10 
o’clock a. m. 


-——a-- 
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New OrteAns, 2nd July, 1879. 


The case, fixed for hearing this day, was called. » 

Present: Wm. Reed Mills, solicitor for complainant. 

The defendant, after due and diligent search and inquiry, not 
having been found, and not appearing in person or by attorney, the 
testimony is taken in this case ex parte, at the request of the solicitor 
of complainant. 

J.W. Davis, being duly sworn, says: I know the preperty of 

6426 the defendant; it is improved. The improvements consist 

of a one-story raised frame cottage containing six rooms. The 

house: is over 20 years old. | estimate a fair rental value of this 

property at $10.00 per month since the improvements were placed 

on the property. [do not know whether taxes have been paid or 

who built the improvements, nor their original cost. I estimate 
their present value at $400.00. 


(S’e’d) J. W. DAVIS. 


" 


KE. A. Destonpe, being duly sworn on behalf of complainant, says: 
I have heard read the testimony of J. W.Davis, and fully corroborate 
the same. 


(S’g’) E. A. DESLONDE. 


Report of the Master in Chancery as to. Augustin St. Amant. Filed Au- 
gust 23d,1879. Marked LILI in No. 8825, ULS. C.C, offered by 
Complainant 30th Sept l’r, 1880. 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States 
for the fifth cireuit and district of Louisiana : 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. St Amant by an order of this honorable 
court of the 9th day of June, 1879, having examined the testimony 
on file, and from information obtained from the office of the register 
of conveyance for the parish of Orleans, and from the testimony 
of witnesses cognizant of the facts connected therewith, has the 
honor to report as follows: 

That under the order of court above referred to he was re- 
quired to ascertain the metes and bounds and to take an account of 
the yearly rents and profits and value for use accrued and accruing 
from the property as set forth in said order since the same came 
into the possession of the defendant, the property being a cer- 
tain lot of ground in square No. 56, bounded by Orleans, St. 
Ann, White,-& Broad streets. Said lot is designated by the 
number in a plan of J. A. Bergerol, dated 24th December, 
1636, and measures 50 ft. 7 in. & 5 lines front on St. Ann 
street by 86 ft. 10 in. & 4 lines in depth and front on White 

street. | This property was acquired by the defendant 
6427 by purchase from D. b. Macarty, as per act passed before 
Joseph Lisbony, notary public,on the 12th day of September, 
1854, and registered in the conveyance office, book 64, folio 349. 
In this case defendant, although duly notified, failed to appear, and 


J20G 
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evidence on behalf of complainant was taken ex parte at the request 


of her solicitor. The evidence shews that the.defendant is in_ pos- 
session of lot No. 1, in square No. 36, above described, since the 12th 
of September, 1854; that the improvements consist of a one-story 
and attic frame building, which has the appearance of having been 
built over 25 years ago, and that the value of said improvements is 
now $2,500.00, It is also shown that $6.00 per month, from the 
time of defendant’s possession until now, is a fair average rental 
value for said property. It is not shown by whom the improve- 
ments were placed on the land, but from the evidence, the master 
will assume in favor of the defendant that the buildings were erected 
by her at the time of her possession, and allow her interest on the 


value of the same from said date. No taxes will be allowed, no evi- 


dence of payment of the same by defendant having been adduced. 
Complain: int is therefore allowed against defendant as the rental 

value of the property aforesaid $6.00 per month from the 12th Sep- 
tember, 1So4, until the present day, with 5% interest on the total of 


each year’s rent until final payme nt, and and defendant is allowed | 


in deduction thereof 5% interest on $250.00, value of the improve- 
ments placed by her on the property, from the 12th day of Septem- 
ber, 1854, until this date. In this case the caiculation of rents and 
interest is made up to the 12th day of July, 1879. 


Rent from the 12th September, 1854, to the 12th July, 1879, 
may 245% years, Gf2 pet YOR? ....ncecuceivnnaeen wan $1,768 00 


Interest on Rents. 


Rent. Time. Rate. Interest. 
72 00 25° years. 5% 85 SO 
72 00 y=; lon ' 82 20 
72 OV a hl % 78 GO 
72 00 2 . 7) OO 

6428 72 00 es * . 71 40 
72 00 a os 67 SO 
72 O00 6 cde. ' 64 20 
72 OO — * . 60 60 
72 00 es “ 57 OO 
72 00 i «6(* . 53° 40 
72 OO ee . 49 SO 
72 00 ia. ” 46 20 
72 00 ‘1s. . 42 GO 
72 00 oe. l* " 39 00 
72 00 ns ' oo 40 
72 OO os. n 31 SO 
72 00 EE on n° 28 20 
72 00 .. ares z 24 60 
72 00 — ° 21 00 
72 OO i“. oe 17 40 
72 00 es é 13 80 
72 00 es . 10 20 
72 00 i: ” 6 60 


* 


ma — . 


* 


me — 
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72 00 . ‘ 3 00 
60 00 
Rent. $1,768 00 | es 
co ae iiorecnisnatictciemaeticeiltiad tela lalatetaiadanis saisliach $2,833 60 


Interest on improvements. 
The value of the improvements being $250.00, interest 
thereon from 12th Sept’b’r, 1854, to 12th July, 1879, 
Bene FORM, © Oj Mie wenn ncveccen sa ceeeseemenmens S310 50 


a icakestii isis daal ahi ila ih tcc tereneseiewceieminidiibaaadaaainle $1,768 00 

I I I i iiiittsinrerereennnias gad ii 1,065 60 
Ne ll ik iieccmbinieninsn aaa $2,835 60 

Less interest on improvements ~..--.------- cuisines 310 50 
I Te GUGRNENIRO.. «0c cciniannccinn smmn $2,523 10 
Master’s costs: 

IG sii ccsicsinieistiviese tility Sil a S150 00 

Metes and bounds ~-----~-~-- 30 00 


SLSO OO 
Respectfully submitted. 
E. SABOURIN, 
: Master in Chancery. 
New Orleans, 6th August, 1879. 


6429 Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master in chancery, under 

order from the hon. cireuit court of the United States 

for the district of Louisiana, dated 9th June, 1879, 1n the suit 

of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. Hl. Monsseaux et a/., No. 3665, in the 

case of Augustine St. Amant, one of the defendants, claiming lot 
No. 1, in square No. 36, purchased 12th September, 1854. 


, 


NEW Or LEANS, 27th June, 1879. 

This case is fixed for hearing Wednesday, 2nd July, 1879, at 10 
o'clock, a. m. 3 

New ORLEANS, 2nd July, 1579. 

Thiscase, fixed for hearing this day, was called. Present: Wm. Reed 
Mills, solicitor for complainant. The defendant, although notified 
in person, failed to appear either in person or by attorney, this testi- 
mony is taken ex parte at the request of the solicitor for the complain- 
ant. 

J. W. Davis, being duly sworn, says: 

I know the property of the defendant; it is improved; the im- 


provements consist of a one-story and attic frame building; it is 
* 


Be le A eh Sots 
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very old and in bad order; it looks as if it had been built over 25 
years ago. I would consider 86 per month to be a fair average rental 
value since the improvements were placed on the property. [know 
nothing about taxes being paid, nor the original cost of the build- 
ing. I estimate the present value of the improvements at $250.00. 


(S’g'd) J. W. DAVIS. 


KE. A. Destonbe, being duly sworn, on behalf of complainant, says: 
[ have heard the testimony of J. W. Davis read, and fully corrobo- 
rate the same. 


(S’g’d) £. A. DESLONDE. 


Report of the Master in Chancery as to Joseph Bermond. Filed August 
23d,1879. Marked LIT in No. 8825, US. C. C., offered by Complain- 
ant 50th Sept’b’r, LSSO. 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States, 
for the fifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, master in chancery, to whom was referred the 
above case of Gaines vs. Bermond by an order of this honorable court 

of the 9th day of June, 1879, having examined the testimony 
6430 on file and from information obtained from the office of the 

register of conveyance fur the parish of Orleans, and from 
the testimony of witnesses cognizant of the facts connected therewith, 
has the honor to report as follows: 

That under the order of court above referred to he was required 
to ascertain the metes and bounds and to take an account of the 
yearly rents and profits accrued and accruing from the property as 
set forth in said order since the same came into the possession of 
the defendant, the property being— 

Two certain lots of ground, in square No. 19, bounded by Broad, 
Dorgenois, Dumaine, and St. Phillip streets. Said lots are designated 
by the numbers 19 & 20, in a plan of J. A. Bourgerol, dated 24 De- 
ecember, 1854, and measure each 31 ft. 35 in. and 6 lines front on St. 
Phillip street, by 100 feet in depth: between parallel lines. 

This property was acquired by the defendant by purchase from 
Widow J. Duffau, as per act of E. T. Parker, sheriff, of the parish of 
Orleans, dated the 51st day of July, 1860, and registered in the con- 
veyance office, book 83, folio 377. For this case the defendant ap- 
peared in person, and testimony was contradictora/ly with complain- 
ant represented by W. R. Mills, her solicitor, before the master 
undersigned. ‘The evidence shows that defendant is in possession 
of lots No-. 19 & 20, in square No. 19, above described, since the 31st 
of July, 1860. That the improvements consist of a house and fences 
built by defendant’s vendee, Mrs. Duffau; that defendant leased 
the place for $12.00 per month from the time of his purchase until 
the 3d March, 1863, when he oceupied the place with his family and 
has ever since resided there, the average estimate of the rental value 
thereof, since 1860 until now, being from $8.00 to $10 per month. 
Defendant has also made statement that all the taxes since his pos- 
session, except for the last five years, have been paid by him, but 


‘ 


THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS Vs. MYRA CLARK: GAINES. OLS 


having failed to furnish evidence thereof promised by him and re- 

quired by the master, no allowance for taxes will be made, nor 
6431 will any allowance be made for the improvements, they not 

having been built by the defendant, and such improvements 
being subject to the claim of complainant against defendant’s vendor 
as she constructed the same. The complainant is therefore allowed 
against defendant for the rental value of the aforesaid property $8.00 
per month from the 31st July, 1860, date of his possession, until the 


present time, worth 5 per cent. interest on the total of each year’s 


interest until final payment, the computation being here made until 
the 51st July, 1879. 


Rent from the 31st of July, 1860, to the 31st July, 1879, 
19 years, (@ $06.00 BOF YOR... wccud ence woncwes S1.S824 00 


Tite re st Oil Re nits. 


Rent. Time. Rute. Interest. 
% OO IS years. o% S6 40 
9% OO vi 5 +“ S1 60 
1, OO 16 ws % 76 SO 
96 OO LS " " 72 OO 
%} OO —.* “ 67 20 
9G OO am * a“ 62 40 
965 OO a ” 57 GO 
96 00 | “ o2 S80 
%) OO 10 se “ 48 OO 
1) OO ” wp 43 20 
%) OO 5 6 ‘ - os 40 
%) OO 7 1g ” oo 60 
i) OO () ss " YS St) 
%} OO oF “ 24 OO 
1 OO ce? « iv 20 
1} OO 3 . 14 40 
1) OO y ag “ 9 OO 
5 OO | . tL SO 
"i OO 
Rent ~. $1,824 00 kc a Re an S20 SO 
Petes Gas CompteNa .... 2.220 nnemisiencinnmncnn $2. 644 SU 
Master’s costs: 
RONG sc icivtininnann . $150 
Metes and bounds .__--- 30) 
SISO 


Respectfully submitted. 
E. SABOURIN 


Maste r aD Chance ry. 
New Orleans, 6th August, 1879. 


Ce eg ee ee ee a — 
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6432 Proceedings before E. Sabourin, master in chancery, under 
order from the hon. circuit court of the United States for 


this district of Louisiana, dated the 9th June, 1879, 1n the suit of 


Myra Clark Gaines vs. J. H. Monsseaux et als., No. 3665, in’ the 
case of Joseph Bernard, one of the defendants, claiming lots 19 & 
20, in square 19, purchased 51st July, 1860. 


New Or vEANS, 27th June, 1879. 
This case is fixed for hearing Wednesday, 2nd July, 1879, at 10 
o'clock a. m. 
New ORLEANS, 2nd July, 1879. 
This case, fixed for hearing this day, was called. 
Present: W. Reed Mills, solicitor for complainant, and the defend- 
ant, Joseph Bermond, in person. 


JosEPH Brermonp, defendant, being duly sworn, says: I reside on 
the property; was a neighbor to Judge Able. I purchased this 
property at sheriff’- sale, suit 16547 of 2nd dist. court of New Or- 
leans,-unde- fi. fa., in the suit of Jos. Bermond vs. Rosalie Beaucinsin, 
widow of Joseph Duffau, on 51st July, 1860, for $1,000 cash. [ pro- 
duce sheriff’- deed of sale. Witness being owner of the mortgage 
under which it was sold, Madame Rosealie Beaucinsin, widow of 
Duffin, bought the same from Joseph Bouillotte on 25th Sept., 1849, 
act before L. T. Carre, notary, for $517.00, and Bouillotte purchased 
from Rob’t Murphy on 28th April, 1849, for $270 at auction ; Mur- 
phy purchased from A. D. Crossman, acting as mayor of the City of 
N. O., by act before Joseph Cuvellicr on the 26th Aug’t, 1546, these 
two lots from part of 11 arpents purchased by the corporation of 
City of New Orleans, per Karneste Blane, by act before IF. Dumas on 
the 26th September, 1834. | occupied this property with my family 
since 1865. From 1860, date of my purchase, to the 3d March, 
1865, when [ occupied it, [ rented it to Widow Duffin at $12.00. per 
month, but I collected only for a few months from her, as she could 
not pay ; from 1865 to a few years ago. I estimated the average 
rental value of my place from $8 to 810 per month. IT think that 
SS per month would be near the true value. I think the rent for 
the past few years would be $4, as the house leaks and is in bad 
order. The improvements consist of a house & the lots are enclosed, 
the fence being made by 2 of my neighbors. These improvements 
were built by Mrs. Duffan, and are not now worth over $500 or $400. 
I had lent her money. I do not keep the house in repair because I 
have no meney to do so with. I owe 5 vears’ tax, city, State, and 
drainage. The taxes previous to that time have been paid & I will 
produce receipts. | 

(S’o'd) . PLT. BERMOND. 

J. W. Davis, sworn in behalf of complainant: 

[ have heard the testimony of the defendant and corroborate the 


sume, fixing the average rental value at $8.00 per month since 1860. 


(S'o"d) J. WM. DAVIS. 


ee 
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O433 Decree Vs. Mrs. P. (). Peyroux. Lente red and Filed Nove male r 
14th 1879. 


Marked X ©®, U.S. Cireuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
"s No. 3665. 


P. H. Mowssracx et al. | 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th dav of August, IS7*), as regards 
Mrs. P. O. Peyroux, one of the defendants in the above entitled 
and numbered cause, said report of said master having been made 
In virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having been 
filed thereto: and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is 
confirmed and made the judgment of this court; and in accord- 
ance therewith, and the judement pro confesso heretofore rendered 
and confirmed against said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and 
decreed that complainant, Mvra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and 
only child of the said Daniel Clark and universal legatee under his 
last will and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the prop- 
erty so claimed anal held by the sacl defendant, Lo wit: 

Nine lots of ground, No-. 5, 4,5, 6, 7, 10, 11,12, & 13, in square 
No. 15, bounded by Bellechasse, Dumaine, Van Buren, and Fourth 
streets, and six lots of ground, No. 7, 5, 9, 10, 11, & 12, in square 
No. 19, bounded by Broad, Dorgenois, Dumaine,& St. Phillip streets ; 
all as per plan of J. A. Bourgerol, dated the 24th December, 1536. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands 
of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And inaccordance with said report 
it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the said Mrs. P.O. 
Peyroux Is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark Caines, 
in the sum of thirteen thousand eight hundred and eighty-three 
nro dollars, with five per cent. per abun Interest on the sum of 
eleht thousand one hundred and eighteen oo dollars from the 3rd 
day of May, 1879, until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines 
have execution forsaid sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and 


{ 
} 


Costs. 


(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


Decree vs. Peter Muller. Entered and Filed November 1 ith, 1S79. 
Marked X °?, U.S. Circuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra Chrark GAINES ) 
vs ~ No. 56638. 


P. H. Monsseaux et als. 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of August, 1879, as regards 
Peter Muller, one of the defendants in the above entitled and num- 
bered cause, said report of said master having been made in virtue 
of an order of this court, and no exception having been filed thereto ; 


Ba i a ae 
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and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is confirmed 
and made the judgment of this court; and in accordance there- 
with, and the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered and con- 
firmed against said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and decreed 
that complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and only 
child of the said Daniel Clark and universal legatee under his last 
will and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the property 
so claimed and held by the said defendant, to wit: 

One lot of ground, No. 6, in square No. 37, bounded by Dorge- 
nois, Broad, Orleans, and St. Ann streets,as per plan of J. A. Bour- 
gerol, dated 24th December, 1536. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and deerce that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the, hands 
of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in accordance with said report 
it is further ordered, adjudged, and deereed that the said Peter Mul- 
ler is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the 
sum of twenty-four hundred and thirty dollars, with five per cent. 
per annum interest on the sum of eighteen hundred dollars from 
the 17th day of May, 1879, until paid, and thatthe said Myra Clark 
Gaines have execution forsaid sum of money, with interest as afore- 
said, and costs. 

(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 
Decree vs. Augustine St. Amant. Entered and Filed Navember 14th, 
1S79). : 


Marked X°?, U.S. Circuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
No. 3663. 


Us 


P. H. Monsseaux et al. J 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of August, 1879, as regards 
Augustine St. Amant, one of the defendants in the above entitled 
and numbered cause, said report of said master having been made 
in virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having been 
filed thereto ; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is 
confirmed and made the judgment of this court; and in aecord- 
ance therewith, and the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered 
and confirmed against said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and 
decreed that complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and 
only child of the said Daniel Clark and universal legatee under his 
last will and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the prop- 
erty so Claimed and held by the said defendants, to wit: 

One lot of ground, No. 1, in square No. 96, bounded by Orleans, 
St. Ann, White, and Broad streets, as per plan of J. A. Bourgerol, 
dated 24th day of December, 1836. 3 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the 
hands of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in aecordanece with 
suid report it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the 


THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS Vs. MYRA CLARK GAINES. O193 


sald Augustine St. Amant is chargeable to the said complainant, 
Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of twenty-five hundred and twenty- 
three 4)5 dollars, with five per cent. per annum interest on the sum 
of seventeen hundred and sixty-eight dollars from the 12th day of 
July, 1879, until paid, and that the said) Myra Clark Gaines have 
execution for said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and 
costs. 


(Signed) KDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


Decree vs. Mrs. Atilchoiy Michel. Entered and Filed November 14th, 
LS7t). 
Marked X ©?, U.S. Cireuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
rs No. 36653. 


P. H. Mowxsseaux et al. 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the l1th day of August, 1S79, as regards 
Mrs. Milchoir Michel, one of the defendants in the above entitled 
and numbered cause, said report of said master having been made 
in virtue of an order of this court, and no exceptions having been 
filed thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is 
confirmed and made the judgment of this court; and in accordance 
therewith, and the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered and 
confirmed against said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and de- 
creed that complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and 
ouly child of the said Daniel Clark and’ universal legatee under his 
last will and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the prop- 
erty so claimed and held by the said defendant, to wit: 

Seventeen lots of ground, Nos. 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9,10, 11, 12, 138, 14, 
15, 16, 17, 18, 19, & 20, in square No. 50, bounded by Hagan ave- 
nue, Orleans, St. Ann, and Rendon streets, as per plan of J. A. 
Bourgerol, dated 24th December, 1836. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and deeree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands 
of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in accordance with said report it 
is further ordered, adjudged,and deereed that the said Mrs. Milchoir 
Michel is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in 
the sum of thirty-four hundred and eighty-six dollars, with five 
per cent. per annum interest on the sum of twenty-seven hundred 
and sixty ,°°) dollars from the 22nd day of July, 1879, until paid, 
and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of 
money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs, 


(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 
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H454 Decree Vs. Joseph by rmond., entered and Filed Nove mber ] bth, 
1S7¢). 


Marked X °?, U.S. Cireuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
rg »No. 3663. 


P. H. Mownssreaunx et al.) 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of August, 1879, as regards 
Joseph Bermond, one of the defendants in the above entitled and 
numbered cause, said report of said master having been made in 
virtue of an order of this court, and no exception” having been 
filed thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said ‘report 
Is confirmed and made the judgment of this court; and in aecord- 
ance therewith, and the judgment pro coufesso heretofore rendered 
and contimed against said defendant, it 1s ordered, adjudged, and 
decreed that complamant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and 
only child of said Daniel Clark and universal legatee under his 
last will and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the prop- 
erty so claimed and held by the said defendant, to wit: 

Two lots of ground, Nos. 19 & 20, in square No. 19, bounded by 


Dorgenois, Broad, Dumaine, and St. Phillip streets, as per plan of 


J. A. Bourgerol, dated 24th Deeember, 1856. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and deeree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands 
of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in accordange with said report 
it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the said Joseph 
Bermond is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, 
in thesum of twenty-six hundred and forty-four }j¢) dollars, with 
five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of eighteen hundred 
and twenty-four $°, dollars from the 31st day of July, L879, until 
paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said 
sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


(Signed) EDWARD ©. BILLINGS, Judge. 
Decree vs. Ferdinand Tromson. ntered and Filed November ] ith, 1879. 
Marked X°?, U.S. Cireuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
» No. 36638. 


Us, 
P. H. Monsseaux ef a | 


This cauge came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, rmpaster, filed on the 11th day of August, 1879, as regards 
Ferdinand ‘Fromson, one of the defendants-in the above entitled 
and numbered cause, said report of said master having been made 
In virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having been 
filed thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report 
is confirmed and made the judgement of this court; and in aecord- 
ance therewith, and the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered 
and confirmed against said defendant, itis ordered, adjudged, and 
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deereed that complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate 
and only child of the said Daniel Clark and universal legatee ander 
his last will and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the 
property so claimed and held by the said defendant, to wit : 

One lot of ground, No. 11, in square No. 56, bounded by Caron- 
delet walk, Dorgenois, Broad, and ‘Toulouse streets, as per plan of 
J. A. Bourgerol, dated 24th December, 1856. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands 
of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in accordance with said report 
it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the said Ferdinand 
Tromson is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, 
in the sum of seven hundred and ninety-three jy dollars, with 
five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of five hundred & 
forty-seven 7°57 dollars from the 20th day of May, 1S79, until paid, 
and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of 
money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 

(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


Decree vs. J. FB. Courbet. Entered and Filed November 1 lth, IS79. 
Marked X°?, U.S. Cireuit Court, No. 5825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra Charnk GAINES 
Us. >No. 3663. 
P. Il. Monsseaunx ef al. 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of August, 1S79, as regards 
J. 21 Courbet, one of the defendants in the above entitled and 
numbered cause, said report of said master having been made in 
virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having been 
filed thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is 
confirmed and made the judgment of this court: and in accordance 
therewith, and the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered and 
confirmed against said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and de- 
creed that complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and 
only child of the said Daniel Clark and universal legatee under his 
last will and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the prop- 
erty so claimed and held by the said defendant, to wit : | 

Twenty lots of ground, Nos. 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 
ie 1S, 1%), 20, ai, yy 4 Za. WX 24, in spuare No. 52, bounded by Gayoso, 
Dupre, Toulouse, and St. Peter streets, as per plan of J. A. Bourgerol, 
dated 24th December, 1836. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands 
of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in accordance with said report 
it is further ordered, adjudged, and deereed that the said J. FF. B. 
Courbet is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, 
in the sum of sixty-four hundred and sixty-five 7, dollars, with five 
per cent. per annuin interest on the sum of twenty-nine hundred 
and eight 75 dollars from the Ist day of July, 1879, until paid, 
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and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum 
of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs, 

(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 
Deeree vs. Louis E. Nee... Entered and Filed November 14th, 1879. 
Marked X ©?, U.S. Circuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant, 

Myra Clark GAINES ) 
vs. . No. 36658. 
P. H. Monsseaux et al. 
This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of August, 1879, as regards 


Louis FE. Nee. one of the defendants in the above entitled and num-. 


bered cause, said report of said master having been made in virtue 
of an order of this court, and no exception having been filed 
thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is con- 
firmed and made the judgment of this court; and in accordance 
therewith, and the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered and 
confirmed against said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and de- 
creed that complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and 
only child of the said Daniel Clark and universal legatee under 
his last will and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the 
property so claimed and held by the said defendant, to wit: 

Two lots of ground, Nos. 2 & 5, in square No. 48, bounded by 
Hagan avenue, Rendon, Toulouse, and St. Peters streets, as per plan 
of J. Ek. Bourgerol, dated 24th December, 1836. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands 
of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in accordance with said report 
it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the said Louis. E. 
Nee is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in 
the sum of four hundred and thirty one ;%°; dollars, with five per 
annum interest on the sum of three hundred and six ;%%, dollars 
from the 26th day of April, 1879, until paid, and that the said 
Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of money, with in- 
terest as aforesaid, and costs. 


(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 
6485 Deerce vs. Kdoward Guillot. Entered and Filed November 14th, 
1S7?). 


Marked X © ®, U.S. Circuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra Charnk GAINES 
is » No. >OOs. 


P. H. Monsseaux et al. J 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of August, 1879, as regards 
Edouard Guillot, one of the defendants in the above entitled and num- 
bered cause, said report of said master having been made in virtue 
of an order of this court, and no exception having heen filed thereto; 
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and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is confirmed and 
made the judgement of this court; and in accordance therewith, and 
the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered and contirmed against 
suid defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and deereed that complain- 
ant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and only child of the said 
Daniel Clark, and universal legatee under his last will and testament, 
is justly and lawfully entitled to the property so claimed and held 
by the said defendant, to wit: 

Three lots of ground, Nos. 1, 2, & 5, in square No. 50, bounded by 
Hagan avenue, Rendon, Orleans, and St. Ann streets, as per plan of 
J. A. Bourgerol, dated 24th December, 1556. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and deeree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands 
of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in accordance with said report 
it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the said Edouard 
Guillot is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in 
the sum of four thousand and seven 3) dollars, with five per cent. 
per annum interest on the sum of nineteen hundred and eighty-four 
7 yy dollars from the Ist day of May, 1879, until paid, and that the 
said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of money, with 
interest as aforesaid, and costs. 

(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


Decree vs. Louis Aron. Entered and biled November 1 ith, 1S79. 
Marked X ° _ U.S. Circuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLark GAINES ) 
Us. . No. 3665. 


P. HL. Monsseaux ef al.) 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the I1th day of August, 1S79, as regards 
Louis Aron, one of the defendants in the above entitled and num- 
bered cause, said report of said master having been made in virtue 
of an order of this court, and no exception having been filed thereto; 
ana thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report ix confirmed and 
made the judgment of this court; and in accordance therewith, and 
the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered and confirmed against 
said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and deereed that complain- 
ant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and only child of the said 
Daniel Clark, and universal legatee under his last will and testament, 
is justly and lawfully entitled to the property so claimed and held 
by the said defendant, to wit: 

Two lots of ground, Nos. 17 & 18, in square No. 57, bounded by 
Broad, Orleans, Dorgenois, and St. Ann streets, as per plan of J. A. 
Bourgerol, dated 24th December, 1556. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and deeree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands 
of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in aecordance with said report 
it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the said Louis Aron 
is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum 
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of fifty-one hundred and seventy-three ;4,°, dollars, with five per cent. 
per annum interest on the sum of thirty-two hundred and eighteen 
7 iy dollars from the 10th day of June, 1879, until paid, and that 
the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of money, 
with interest as aforesaid, and costs, 


(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 
Decree vs. Francis E. Ney. Entered and Filed November 14th, 1879. 
Marked X © ?, U.S. Circuit Court, No. $825, offered by Complainant. 
Myra Clank GAINES 

US, > No. 3663. 
P. HH. Monsseaunx ef al: | 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of August, 1879, as regards 
Francis i. Ney, one of the defendants in the above entitled and num- 
bered cause, said report of said master having been made in virtue 
of an order of this court, and no e xception havi ing been filed thereto ; 
and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is confirmed 
and made the judgment of this court; and in accordance therewith, 
and the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered and confirmed 
against said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and decreed that com- 
plainant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimateand only child of the 
said Daniel Clark, and universal legatee under his last will and tes- 
tament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the property so claimed 
and hel by the said defend: ant, to wit: 

‘Two lots of ground, Nos. 17 & 1S, in sguare No. 37, bounded by 
Broad, Dorgenois, St. Ann, & Orleans streets, as per plan of J. . 
Bourgerol, dated the 24th day of December, 1836, 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands 
of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in accordance with said report 
it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the said Franeis EF. 
Ney is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the 
sum of thirty-seven hundred and eight 3°) dollars, with five per cent. 
per annum interest on the sum of three thousand and forty-two dol- 
lars from the 4th day of July, 1879, until paid, and that the said 
Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of money, with in- 
terest as aforesaid, and costs. 


(Signed) KDWARD ©. BILLINGS, Judge. 


Decree vs. Mrs. Felix Forstall. Entered and Filed November 14th, 1879. 
Marked X ° *, U.S. Cireuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs, » No. 3663. 
P. HL. Monsseaunx ef al. | 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the re port of Ernest 
Sabourin, mastery filed on the 11th day of August, 1879, as regards 


ee 
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Mrs. Felix Forstall, one of the defendants in the above entitled and 
numbered cause, said report of said master having been made in 
virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having been filed 
thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, sale report Is COn- 
firmed and made the judgment of this court; and in accordance 
therewith, and the Judgment pro conjesso heretofore rendered and con- 
firmed against said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and decreed 
that complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and only 
child of the said Daniel Clark, and universal legatee under his last 
will and testament, is Justly and lawfully entitled to the property so 
claimed and held by the said defendant, to wit: 

four lots of ground, Nos. 17, 18,19, & 20,in square No. 30, bounded 
by Hagan avenue, Rendon, St. Ann, and Orleans streets, as per plan 
of J. A. Bourgerol, dated 24th December, 1536. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands 
of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in accordance with said report 
it is further ordered, adjudged, and deereed that the said Mrs. Felix 
lorstall is cliargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, 
in the sum of thirty-eight hundred and twenty-five ,{) dollars, with 
five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of sixteen handred and 
ninety °°) dollars from the 15th day of Mareh, 1879, until paid, and 
that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of 
money, With interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


(Signed) EDWARD ©. BILLINGS, Judge. 


6436 Decree vs. Widow J. C. de St. Romes. Entered and Filed Novem- 
her 1Ath, 1STY. 


Marked X © ®, U.S. Cireuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra Charnk GAINES 
VS. - No. 3663. 
P, H. Monsskaux et al. } 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 


Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of August, 1879, as regards 
Widow J. C. de St. Romes, one of the defendants in the above entitled 
and numbered cause, said report of said master having been made 
in virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having been 
filed thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is 
confirmed and made the judgment of this court; and in accordance 
therewith, and the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered and con- 
firmed against said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and decreed 
that complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and only 
child of the said Daniel Clark, and universal legatee under his last 
will and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the property so 
claimed and held by the.said defendant, to wit: 

Ten lots of ground, Nos. 1 to 10, in square No. 16, bounded by 
Beilechasse, St. Phillip, Dupre, Dumaine, and Gayoso streets; also 
the whole of square No. 45, bounded by St. Peter, Lopez, Orleans, 
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and Salcedo streets, all as per plan of J. A. Bourgerol, dated 24th 
December, 1836. : 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property ito the hands 
of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in accordance with said report 
it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the said Widow J. 
C. de St. Romes is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark 
Gaines, in the sum of ten thousand two hundred & forty-six +%5° 
($10,246.55) dollars, with five per cent. per annum interest on the 
sum of sixty-eight hundred and twenty-five ;°9; (6,825.00) dollars 
from the 16th day of August, 1879, until paid, and that the said 
Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of money, with in- 
terest as aforesaid, and costs. 


(Signed) EDWARD ©. BILLINGS, Judge. 


Decree vs. J. B. Robertson. Entered and Filed November L4th, LS79. 


Marked X © ?, U.S. Cireuit Court, Vo. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
VS. ~No. 3663. 
P. Il. Monsseavx et al. } 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 11th day of August, 1S7Y, as regards 
J. B. Robertson, one of the defendants in the above entitled and num- 
bered cause, said report of said master having been made in virtue 
of an order of this court, and no exception having been filed thereto; 
and thereupon, in consideration thereot, said report is confirmed and 
made the judgement of this court; and in accordance therewith, and 
the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered and confirmed against 
said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and decreed that complain- 
ant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and only child of the said 
Daniel Clark, and universal legatee under his last will and testa- 
ment, is justly and lawfully entitled to the property so claimed and 
held by the said defendant, to wits 

‘Two lots of ground, Nos. 12 & 15, in square No. 20, bounded by 
Dorgenois, St. Ann, Dumaine, and Broad streets, as per plan of J. A. 
Bourgerol, dated 24th December, 1836. , 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and deeree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands 
of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in aecordance with said report 
it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the said J. B. Rob- 
ertson is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in 
the sum of fifteen hundred and forty 73°; dollars, with five per cent. 
per annum interest on the sum of nine hundred and fifty-five ,5y° 
dollars from the 26th day of Mareh, 1879, until paid, and that the 
said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of money, with 
interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


(Signed) EDWARD GC. BILLINGS, Judge. 


“gp 
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6437 Order Referring Fees of EF. Sabourin, Master, to C_S. Rice, Master. 
Extract from the Minutes, November 19th, 1879. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. . No. 8663. 
P. Hl. Monsseaux et al.) 


On motion of Wm. Reed Mills, solicitor of the complainant, it is 
ordered that the fees and costs of Ernest Sabourin, master, for his 
reprints of metes and bounds and fruits and revenues in the cases 
against the defendants, Peter Muller, Joseph Bermond, Louis Aroni, 
Augustine St. Amant, Franeis E. Ney, J. F. B. Courbet, Mrs. Felix 
Felix Forstall, Edourd Guillot, Louis E. Nee, J. B. Robertson, Mrs. 
P. O. Peyroux, Mrs. Milchoir Michel, Ferdinand Tromson, Widow 
J.C. de St. Romes, be referred to Chas. S. Rice, master, to fix and 
determine. 


Decree vs. Joseph De Fuentes. Entered and Filed November 19th, 1879. 
Marked X° ?, U.S. C.C., No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs, S No. 3665. 


P. H. Monsseavx et al. J 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of J. 
Ward Gurley, Jr., master, filed on the 4th day of June, 1879, as re- 
gards Joseph De Fuentes, one of the defendants in the above en- 
titled and numbered cause, said report of said master having been 
made in virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having 
been filed thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said re- 
port is confirmed and made the judgment of this court. 

And in accordance therewith it is further ordered, adjudged, and 
decreed, that the said Joseph De Fuentes is chargeable to the said 
complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in the sum of ninety-nine hun- 
dred and twenty-one ;j,6, dollars, with five per cent. per annum 
interest on the sum of ninety-nine hundred and twenty-one 74%; dol- 
lars from the 14th day of April, 1879, until paid, and that the said 
Myra Clark Gaines have execution. for said sum of money, with 
interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


6438 Deeree vs. Francois Roumieu. Entered and Filed November 19th, 
LS7?. 


Marked X° *, U.S. Cireuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 
Myra CLARK GAINES \ 
vs. No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux et al. 
This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
S b _ ‘ st y’ fil » ] t| . 26th iF f Mi: r 1879 ae rocarsl< 
abourin, master, fied on the zoth day ot May, 15/1), as regards 
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Francois Roumieu, one of the defendants in the above entitled and 
numbered cause, said report of said master having been made in 
virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having been filed 
thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report Is con- 
firmed and made the judgment of this court; and in accordance 
therewith, and the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered and 
confirmed against said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and de- 
creed that complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and 
only child of the said Daniel Clark, and universal legatee under his 
last will and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the prop- 
erty so claimed and held by the said defendant, to wit: 

ist. Three lots of ground, Nos. 4,5, & 6, in square No. 48, bounded 
by Hagan avenue, Toulouse, Rendon, & St. Phillip streets. 2nd. 
One lot of ground, No. 5, in square No. 49, bounded by Rendon, 
Lopez, Toulouse, and St. Peters streets, as per plan of ae Bour- 
gerol, dated 24th December, 1836. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands 
of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in accordance with said re- 
port it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the said Fran- 


cois Roumieu is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark: 


Gaines, In the sum of twenty-five hundred and six 55° dollars, with 
five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of fifteen hundred 
and ninety-six dollars from the Ist day of June, 1879, until paid, 
and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum 
of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


Decree vs. John Johnson. Entered and Filed November 19th, 1879. 
Marked X* *, U.S. Circuit Court, No. a oflered by Complainant, 


Myra CLARK GAINES 


yeeeo 
US. ) DOS. 
P. H. Monsseaux et al. bx 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 26th day of May, 1879, asregards Jolin 
Johnson, one of the defendants in the above entitled and numbered 
cause, said report of said master having been made in virtue of an 
order of this court, and no exception having been filed thereto; and 
thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is confirmed and 
made the judgment of this court; and in accordance therewith, and 
the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered and confirmed against 
said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and decreed that complain- 
ant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and only child of the 

said Daniel Clark, and universal legatee wnder his last will and 
testame nt, is justly and lawfully entitled to the property so claimed 
and held by the said defendant, to wit : 

One lot of ground No. 7, in square No. 48, bounded by Hagan 
avenue, Rendon, Toulouse, and St. Peters streets, as per plan of EA. 
Bourgerol, dated 24th December. 1836, 
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And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands 
of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in accordance with said re- 
port it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the said John 
Johnson is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, 
in the sum of three hundred and eighty-eight j’5 dollars, with fiv e 
per cent. per annum interest on the sum of two hundred and eighty 
dollars from the 3rd day of March, 1879, until paid, and that the 
said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of money, 
with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


Decree vs. Isadore E. Pinsard. Entered and Filed November 19th, 1879 
Marked X° ?, U.S. Circuit Court, No. 8525, offered by Complainant. 
Myra CLarK GAINES ro. 


v8. 


86653. 
P. H. Mownsseaux et al. ea 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 26th day of May, 1879, as regards 
Isadore E. Pinsard, one of the defendants in the above entitled and 
numbered cause, said report of said master having been made in 
virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having been filed 
thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report 1s con- 
firmed and made the judgment of this court; and in accordance 
therewith, and the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered and 
confirmed against said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and de- 
creed that complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and 
only child of the said Daniel Clark, and universal legatee under his 
last will and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the prop- 
erty so claimed and held by the said defendant, to wit: 

Six lots of ground, Nos. 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, & 39, in square No. 21, 
bounded by St. Ann, Dumaine, Sixth, and Broad streets, as per plan 
of J. A. Bourgerol, dated 24th December, 1836. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that 
said defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the 
hands of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in accordance with said 
report it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the said 
Isadore E. Pinsard is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra 
Clark Gaines, in the sum of thirty-six hundred and thirty-three dol- 
lars, with five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of twenty- 
four hundred and twenty-five ;, dollars from the 9th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1879, until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have 
execuiton for said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and 
costs. 


(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 
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, my : ” ng . 
Decree vs. Jean Pierre Seffrent. Entered and Filed November 20th, 
LS79. 


Marked X° 2, U.S. Circuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 
Myra CLarK GAINES 


» eyypageey 
Ss No. OOO. 


vs. 
P. Hl. Monsseaux et Pn | 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 


Sabourin, master, filed on the 26th day of May, 1579, as regards 
Jean Pierre Seffrent, one of the defendants in the above entitled and 
numbered cause, said report of said master having been made in 
virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having been filed 
thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report Is con- 
firmed and made the judgment of this court; and in accordance 
therewith, and the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered and 
confirmed against said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and de- 
ereed that complainant, Mvra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and 
only child of the said Danicl Clark, and universal legatee under his 
last will and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the prop- 
erty so claimed and held by the said defendant; to wit: 

One lot of ground, No. 4, in square No. 49, bounded by Second, 
Third, Toulouse, and St. Peters streets, as per plan of J. A. Bour- 
gerol, dated 24th December, 1836. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands 
of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in accordance with said re- 
port it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the said 
Jean Pierre Seffrent is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra 
Clark Gaines, in the sum of six hundred and twenty-one ;°s4; dol- 
lars, with five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of six 
hundred and twenty-one 4°, dollars from the Ist day of Ju.ce, 1879, 
until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for 
said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


(Signed ) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


6439 Deeree vs. Mrs. Celiné Ravanet. Entered and Filed November 


1th, WS79. 
Marked X°*, U.S. Cireuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. >No. 3668. 


P. H. Monsseaux ef al. | 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 26th day of May, 1879, as regards 
Mrs. Celine Ravanet, one of the defendants in the above entitled 
and numbered cause, said report of said master having been made 
in virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having been 
filed thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is 
confirmed and made the Judgment of this court ; and in accordance 
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therewith, and the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered and 
confirmed against said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and de- 
creed that complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and 
only child of the said Daniel Clark,and universal legatee under his 
last will and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the prop- 
erty so claimed and held by the said defendant, to wit: 

One lot, No. 18, in squaie No. 18, bounded by Broad, White, St. 
Phillip, and Dumaine streets, as per plan of J. A. Bourgerol, dated 
the 24th December, 1836. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands 
of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in accordance with said re- 
port it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the said Mrs. 
Celine Ravanet is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark 
Gaines, in the sum of fifteen hundred and thirty-three ;4%; dollars, 
with five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of fifteen hun- 
dred and thirty-three ,¥8; dollars from the 29th day of May, 1879, 
until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for 
said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 
Decree vs. Mrs. Ellen Phillips. Entered and Filed November 19th, 1879, 
Marked X°?, U.S. Circuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs . No. 3663. 


P. HI. Monsseaux et al. | 


This cause came on to be further heard upon. the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 26th day of May, 1879, as regards 
Mrs. Ellen Phillips, one of the defendants in the above entitled and 
numbered cause, said report of said master having been made in 
virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having been filed 
thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is con- 
firmed and made the judgment of this court; and in accordance there- 
with, and the judgment pro contesso heretofore rendered and con- 
firmed against said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and decreed 
that complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and only 
child of the said Daniel Clark, and universal legatee under his last 
will and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the property so 
claimed and held by the said defendant, to wit: 

One lot of ground, No. 50, in square No. 36, bounded by White, 
Orleans, St. Ann, and Broad streets, as per plan of J. A. Bourgerol, 
dated 24th December, 1836. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of property into the hands 
of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in accordance with said re- 
port it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the said Mrs. 
Ellen Phillips is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark 
Gaines,in the sum of seven hundred & 3%, dollars, with five per cent. 
per aunum interest on the sum of seven hundred & 74°) dollars from 
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the 12th day of April, 1879, until paid, and that the said Myra 
Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of money, with interest 
as aforesaid, and costs. 


(Signed) , EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


Decree vs. Widow F. J. J. Renoy. Entered and Filed November 19th, 
187. 


Marked X° ®, U.S. Cireuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant 


S 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
V8. No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux et al. 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 26th day of May, 1879, as regards 
Widow F. J. J. Renoy, one of the defendants in the above entitled 
and numbered cause, said report of said master having been made 
in virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having been 
filed thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report 
is confirmed and made the judgment of this court; and in accord- 
ance therewith, and the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered 
and confirmed against said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and 
decreed that complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and 
only child of the said Daniel Clark, end universal legatee under 
his last will and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the 
property so claimed and held by the said defendant, to wit: 

Four lots of ground, Nos. 11, 12, 17, & 18, in square No, 62, 
bounded by Rendon, Lopez, & Toulouse streets and “Carondelet 
walk, as per plan of J. A. Bourgerol, dated the 24th day of Decem- 
ber, 1837. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands 
of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in accordance with said re- 
port it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the said 
Widow I. J. J. Renoy is chargeable to the said complainant, Myr 
Clark Gaines, in the sum of twenty-eight hundred and six {%3, dol- 
lars, with five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of seven- 
teen hundred and one dollars from the 17th day of May, 1879, 
until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for 
said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 

(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 
Decree vs. Murville Cheval. Entered and Filed November 19th, 1879. 
Marked X°*, U.S. Circuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 3663. 

P. If. Monssraux et al. 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 26th day of May, 1879, as regards 


te 
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Murville Chevat, one of the defendants in the above entitled and 
numbered cause, said report of said master having been made in 
virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having been filed 
thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report Is con- 
firmed and made the judgment of this court; and in accordance 
therewith, and the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered and 
confirmed against said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and 
decreed that complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and 
only child of the said Daniel Clark, and universal legatee under his 
last will and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the prop- 
erty so claimed and held by the said defendant, to wit: 

‘Two lots of ground, Nos. 19 & 20, in square No, 52, bounded by 
Toulouse, St. Peter, Fourth, & Fifth streets, as per plan of J. A. 
Bourgerol, dated 24th December, 1536. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and deeree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the 
hands of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in accordance with said 
report it is further ordered, adjudged, and: deereed that the said 
Murville Cheval is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark 
Gaines, in the sum of seven hundred and thirty ;4 9 dollars, with 
five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of five hundred and 
twenty 35,5 dollars from the 26th day of April, 1879, until paid, and 
that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of 
money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


6440 Decree vs. Jos. Castanedo. Entered and Filed November 19th, 
LS7%). 


Marked X °2, U.S. Cireuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 
b | * 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Vs, -No. 38663. 
P. H. Monsseaunx ct al.) 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 26th day of May, 1S79, as regards 
Jos. Castanedo, one of the defendants in the above entitled and 
numbered cause; said report of said master having been made in 
virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having been filed 
thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is con- 
firmed and made the judgment of this court; and in accordance there- 
with, and the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered and con- 
firmed against said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and decreed 
that complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and only 
child of the said Daniel Clark, and universal legatee under his last 
will and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the property so 
claimed and held by the said defendant, to wit: 

One lot of ground, No. 1, in square No. 45, bounded by St. Peter, 
Hagan avenue, Toulouse, and Rendon streets, as per plan of J. A. 

jourgerol, dated 24th December, 1836. 
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And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands 
of the said Mvra Clark Gaines. And in accordance with said report 
it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the said Jos. Casta- 
nedo is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, in 
the sum of nine hundred and forty-seven ;°,°) dollars, with five per 
cent. per annum interest on the sum of five hundred and forty-two 
ff; dollars, from the 10th day of Jnne, 1879, until paid, and that 
the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of money, 
with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


(Signed) EDWARD ©. BILLINGS, Judge. 


Decree vs. Francois T. Bigot. Entered and Filed November 19th; 1879. 
Marked X °?, U.S. Circuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
rs. > No. 36653. 
. P. H. Monsseaux et al. J 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 26th day of May, 1879, as regards 
Francois T. Bigot, one of the defendants in the above entitled and 
numbered cause; said report of said master having been made in 
virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having been filed 
thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is con- 
firmed and made the judgment of this court; and in accordance 
therewith, and the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered and 
confirmed against said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and de- 
creed that complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and 
only child of the said Daniel Clark, and universal legatee under 
his last will and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the 
property so claimed and held by the said defendant, to wit: 

Three lots of ground, Nos. 7,5, & 9,1n square No. 52, bounded 
by St. Peter, Toulouse, Fourth, & Fifth streets, as per plan of 
J. A. Bourgerol, dated 24th December, 1836. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the 
hands of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in accordance with said 
report it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the said 
Francois T. Bigot is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark 
(raines, in the sum of twenty-one hundred and sixteen dollars, with 
five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of twelve hundred 
and eighty-one dollars from the 23rd day of January, 1879, until 
paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said 
sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


(Signed) EDWARD ©. BILLINGS, Judge. 
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Decree vs. Fillette Bonseigneur. Entered and Filed November 19th, 
| 1879. 


Marked X °?, U 


.Circuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


~ 
Myra Charnk GAINES ) 
Us, No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux et at: 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 26th day of May, 187%, as regards 
Fillette Bonseigneur, one of the defendants in the above entitled 
and numbered cause, said report of said master having been made 
in virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having been 
filed thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report 
is confirmed and made the judgment of this court; and in aecord- 
ance therewith, and the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered 
and confirmed against said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and 
decreed that complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and 
only child of the said Daniel Clark, and universal legatee under 
his last will and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the 
property so claimed and held by the said defendant, to wit: 

Two lots of ground, Nos. 26 & 27, in square No. 20, bounded 
by St. Ann, Dumaine, Dorgenois, and Broad streets, as per plan of 

J. A. Bourgerol, dated 24th December, 1836. 
~ And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the lands 
of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in accordance with said 
report it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the said 
Fillette Bonseigneur is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra 
Clark Gaines, in the sum of twenty-two hundred and sixteen dollars, 
with five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of twelve hun- 
dred and eighty-one dollars from the {th day of May, 1879, until 
paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said 
sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


(Signed) EDWARD ©. BILLINGS, Judge. 
Decree vs. Tlenry Pet r. entered and Filed November Lith, IS7%). 


Marked X °?, U.S. Cireuit Court, No. 5825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
VS » No. 3663. 


:. & MoxssEAux et al. | 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 26th day of May, 1879, as regards 
Henry Peter, one of the defendants in the above entitled and num- 
bered cause, said report of said master having been made in virtue 
of an order of this court, and no exception having been filed thereto; 
and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is confirmed 
and made the judgment of this court; and in accordance there- 
with, and the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered and con- 
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firmed against said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and decreed 
that complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and only 
child of the said Daniel Clark, and universal legatee under his last 
will and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the property 
so claimed and held by the said defendant, to wit: 

Two lots of ground, Nos. 7 & 8, in square No. 56, bounded by 
Carondelet walk, Toulouse, Broad, and Dorgenois streets, as per 
plan of J. A. Bourgerol, dated 24th December, 1836. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property in the hands 
of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in aecordance with said 
report it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the said 
Henry Peter is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark 
Gaines, in the sum of nineteen hundred and thirty-five ¥%3, dollars, 
with five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of twelve hun- 
dred and seventy ;;’5 dollars from the 4th day of May, 1879, until 
paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said 
sum of money, with Interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


(Signed) EDWARD ©. BILLINGS, Judge. 


6441 Decree vs. Alee. M. Agalesto. Entered and Filed November 19th, 
187%). 


Marked X °?, U.S. Circuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
ns ~No. 36638. 


P. Hl. Monsskaux et al. | 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 26th day of May, 1879, as regards 
Alex. M. Agalesto, one of the defendants in the above entitled and 
numbered cause, said report of said) master having been made in 
virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having been filed 
thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is con- 
firmed and made the judgment of this court; and in accordance 
therewith, and the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered and 
confirmed against said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and de- 
creed that complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and 
only child of the said Daniel Clark, and universal legatee under 
his last will and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the 
property so claimed and held by the said defendant, to wit: 

Two lots of ground, Nos. 5 & 6, in square No. 39, bounded by 
Orleans, St. Peter, Broad, and White streets, as per plan of J. A. 
Bourgerol, dated 24th December, 1836. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands 
of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in accordance with said 
report it is further ordered, adjudged, and deereed that the said 
Alex. M. Agalesto is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark 
Gaines, in the sum of nine hundred and ninety-two 4°) dollars, 
with five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of seven hundred 
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and seven dollars from the 20th day of May, 1879, until paid, and 
that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of 
money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 
Deeree vs. F. F. Randon. Entered and Filed November Lith, LS7%). 
Marked X ©?, U.S. Circuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


Myra CLARK GAINES | 
VS. - No. 3665. 
P. H. Mownsseacx ef al. 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest Sa- 
bourin, master, filed on the 1st day of May, 1879, as regards F. F. 
Randon, one of the defendants in the abeve entitled and numbered 
‘ause, said report of said master having been made in virtue of an 
order of this court, and no exception having been filed thereto; 
and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is confirmed 
and made the judgment of this court; and in accordance therewith, 
and the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered and confirmed 
against said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and deereed that 
compl: nant, Myra ¢ ‘lark Gaines, as the legitimate and only child 
of the said Daniel Clark, and universal legate under his last will 
and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the property so 
claimed and held by the said defendant, to wit: 

Three lots of ground, Nos. 1, 25, & 26, in square No. 6, bounded 
by Broad, Ursuline, Bellechasse, W hite, and St. P hillip streets, as 
per plan of J. A. Bourgerol, dated 24th December, 1556. 

And the court doth further order, adjudge, and decree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the 
hands of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in aceordance with 
said report it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the 
said F. F. Randon is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra Clark 
Gaines, in the sum of ten hundred and eighty-six 45,5 dollars, with 
five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of five hundred and 
eighty-two 7°, dollars from the 22nd day of December, 1879, until 
paid, ‘and that the said Myra Clark Giaines have exeeution for said 


sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 
(Signed) EDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


Decree vs. Madame A. Bazanac. Entered and Filed November 19th, 
1879. 


. Cireuit Court, No. 8825, offered by Complainant. 


Marked X °?, U.S 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 

VR. > No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux e al. 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 3Sist day of May, 1879, as regards 
Madame A. Bazanac, one of the defendants in the above entitled and 
numbered cause, said report of said master having been made in 
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virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having been filed 
thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is con- 
firmed and made the judgment of this court; and in accordance 
therewith, and the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered and 
confirmed against said defendant, it is ordered, adjudged, and de- 
creed that complainidnt, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and 
only child of the said Daniel Clark, and universal legatee under 
his last will and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the 
property so claimed and held by ¢ agp defendant, hs Wit: 

Hh lots of ground, Nos. 3 & 4, in square: No, 22, bounded by 

Ann, Dupre, W hite, and “ee streets, as per eee of J. A. 
“aaa rol, dated the 24th December, 1836. 

And the court doth further. order, adjudge, and dus ‘ree that said 
defendant do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands 
of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in accordance with said 
report it is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the said 
Madame A. Bazanac is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra 
Clark Gaines, in sum of nineteen hundred and four 45 dollars, 
with five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of one thousand 
and sixty-four dollars from the 19th day of Mareh, 1879, until paid, 


and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution for said sum of 


money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


(Signed) EDWARD ©. BILLINGS, Judge. 
Decree vs. Tne [Teirs of Michel Lorenz. Entered and Filed November 


19th, S79 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. . No. 3663. 
P. H. Mowsseaux et al. } 


This cause came on to be further heard upon the report of Ernest 
Sabourin, master, filed on the 31st day of May, 1879, as regards 
The Heirs of Michel Lorenz, defendants in the above entitled and 
numbered cause, said report of said master having been made in 
virtue of an order of this court, and no exception having been filed 
thereto; and thereupon, in consideration thereof, said report is con- 
firmed and made the judgment of this court; and in accordance 
therewith, and the judgment pro confesso heretofore rendered and 
confirmed against said defendants, it is ordered, adjudged, and de- 
creed that complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, as the legitimate and 
only child of the said Daniel Clark, and universal legatee under 
his last will and testament, is justly and lawfully entitled to the 
property so claimed and held by the said defendants, to wit: 

icon One square of ground, No. 2471, bounded by Gentilly road, 

Anthony, Sixth, & Bagatelle streets. 

ied One square, bounded by Beatiregard, ‘Bagatelle, Union, and 
Sere streets (No. 2470). 

ord. One square, No, 2529, bounded by Union, Bagatelle, Sere, & 
Sixth streets. 

4th. One square, No. 2528, bounded by St. Anthony, Sere, Sixth, 
X Bagatelle streets. 
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And the court doth further ordor, adjudge, and decree that said 
defendants do forthwith surrender all of said property into the hands 
of the said Myra Clark Gaines. And in accordance with said 
report it is further ordered, adjudged, and deereed that the said 
Heirs of Michel Lorenz is chargeable to the said complainant, Myra 
Clark Gaines, in the sum of ninety-six hundred and seventy-three 
‘oy dollars, with five per cent. per annum interest on the sum of 
sixty-nine hundred and fifty-nine dollars from the Ist day of May, 
1879, until paid, and that the said Myra Clark Gaines have execution 
for said sum of money, with interest as aforesaid, and costs. 


(Signed) KDWARD C. BILLINGS, Judge. 


6442 Report of C. SN. Rice, Master. as to kee of bk. Sabourin, Master, 
filed November 25th, ST. Marked NX VIT in No. SS25, 
offered by Complainant Sept'r 2d, 1550. 
Circuit Court of the United States, District of Louisiana. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. . No. 3665. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. J 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States 
for the fifth cireuit and district of Louisiana: 

The undersigned, to whom by order of this honorable court, dated 
the 19th day of November, A. D. 1879 (hereto attached as part of 
this report), reference was made for the purpose of fixing the fees 
and costs of Ernest Sabourin, master, for his reports of metes and 
bounds and fruits and revenues in the cases against the following- 
named defendants: Peter Muller, Jose . Bermond, Louis Aron, 
Augustine St. Armant, Francis I. Ney, J. F. B. Courbet, Mrs. Felix 
lorstall, Edouard Guillot, Louis E. _ J. Bb. Robertson, Mrs. P. O. 
Peyroux, Mrs. Melchois Michel, Ferdinand Tromson, Widow J. ©. 
de St. Romes, begs leave to report as follows: 

rom most of the reports filed herein by said master it appears 
either that the defendants were not found, or were not represented 
at the examination made by him, and resulting in the said reports 
by him filed, therefore rendering it necessary for him to ascertain 
from witnesses and other methods, as in his several reports appears, 
the matters upon which he was required to report. 

After examining said reports, and considering them in the light 
of other similar reports that have been referred [to] for the same pur- 
ape I have concluded, and so fix and recommend, that said master 

be allowed fees and costs as to each of said defendants, as suggested 
by himself at the foot of each of his said reports, as follows: 


For the report as to— 
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All of which is respectfully submitted. 
(Signed) CHAS. S. RICE, Master 


New Orleans, La., November 24, 1879. 
Motion and Order Confirming Report. 
Extract from Minutes of November 26th, 1879. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
re. >No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux ef als. 


On motion of Wm. H. Wilder, on behalf of Ernest Sabourin, it is 
ordered that the report of Chas. 8S. Rice, master, of the 24th November, 
and filed on the 25th November, 1879, on fees of Ernest Sabourin, the 
master herein, as to Peter Muller, Joseph Bermond, Louis Aron, 
Augustine St. Amant, Francis FE. Ney, J. F. Be Courbet, Mrs. Felix 
Forstall, Edouard Guillott, Louis Ie. Nee, J. B. Robertson, Mrs. P. QO. 
Peyroux, Mrs. Milchoir Michel, Ferdinand Tromson, and Widow J. 
C. de St. Romes, defendants in the above-entitled cause, and in con- 
sideration whereof it is ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the said 
report be homologated, approved, and mi: ade the judgment of this 
court. 

It is further ordered that said KE. Sabourin have execution against 
the said respective and several defendants for the amounts respect- 
ively and severally set forth in said report. 


6444 DBillof Revivor against Emma. Glenny and Husband. Filed Feb- 
ruary ord, 1880. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
Vs. -No ®t S66: >. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. j 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States, 
fifth circuit and district of Louisiana: 

Humbly complaining, showeth unto your honors, your oratrix, 
Myra Cl: irk Gaines, a citizen of the State of Ne w York and resident 
thereof— 

That in this court began and holden at the City of New Orleans, 
State of Louisiana, on the on the 22nd « lay of Nov ember, LS65 ,and con- 
tinued from time to time, your oratrix ‘exhibited her origin: al bill of 
complaint against Emma Walton, as one of the defendants in the 


ey 


suit ent.tled Myra Clark Gaines vs. ?. H. Monsseaux et als., No. 3668 
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of the docket of this court, and therel y stating that she, the said 
Emma Walton, held certain real estate belonging to her, your ora- 
trix, in her right as sole heir and legatee of her father, Daniel Clark, 
situate within the limits of the City of New Orleans, and that sub- 
sequently to this, to wit, after due process had been served upon 
her, the said Emma Walton, and she having failed to demur, plead, 
or answer to said bill a judgment by con/esso was entered up against 
her. 

And that by special order of this honorable court the case was re- 
ferred to E. Sebourin, Esq.; a master in chancery of this court, to 
ascertain as to the value of the property, and also for the rents, rev- 
enues, Xe. 

That said master did, after due-proceedings had on the 24th day 
of January, 1879, report that the sum of $999,5% was due your ora- 
trix, and returned the same into the clerk’s office of this honorable 
court, and the said clerk entered the day of the said return in the 
order book, and judgment rendered therein on the 19th March, 1879. 

And your oratrix further shows that since the final rendition of 
said judgment and decree declaring her to be the owner of said 
property, also entitled tothe rents, revenues, &c.,as reported on by said 
master, she, your oratrix, has ascertained and believes that the 

said Emma Walton was at the time & before & now isa 
6445 married woman, «& is the wife of Isaac FE. Glenny, of this city, 

and both now living in said City of New Orleans, State of 
Louisiana. 

Your oratrix further shows that she has been advised that said 
judgment and decree cannot be carried into effect without reviving 
said judgment and decree, & said report and proceedings under the 
same, Without making said J. I. Glenny, the husband of said Emma 
Walton, a party to said proceedings. 

To the end, therefore, that the said suit and proceedings may 
stand and be revived & be in the same plight and condition as the 
same was at the time of the abatement thereof, and that the said J. 
E. Glenny and the said Mrs. Emma Walton, his wife, may (the 
oath to said answer being waived) and according to the best of their 
several and respective knowle lvoe, reme mbrance, information, and 
belief, full, true, direct, and perfect answer make to all and singular 
the matter and things in the said original bill stated. 

And that the said suit so abated as aforesaid may be revived and 
be in the same plight and condition as the same was at the time of 
the abatement thereof, or that the said J. E. Glenny and _ his said 
wife show cause to the contrary thereof. 

And that vour oratrix may have the full benefit of the decree and 
report, and that the same be carried into effect against the said I. 
IX. Glenny and his said wife, Emma Walton Glenny, and for such 
other and further relief as your honor mi iy seem fit. 

May it please your honor to grant unto your oratrix the most 
gracious writ of subpcena of the United States of America to be 
directed to the said Mrs. Emma Walton, now Emma Glenny,and to 
her said husband, I. E. Glenny, thereby commanding them and 
every one of them at a certain day and undera certain pain therein 
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to be specified personally to be and to appear before your honor in, 
this honorable court, and then and there to answer all and singular 
in the premises,and to stand to and perform and abide by such 
orders and decree therein as your honor may deem most proper. 
And your oratrix will ever pray, Ke. 
WM. REED MILLS, Solicitor. 


6446 Subpena in Chancery on Bill of Revivor. Issued February Ath 
LSSO. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
v's. -No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux et al. | 


Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal/ for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Mrs. Emma Walton 
Glenny and Isaae KE. Glenny, her husband, to appear before the 
honorable the judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States 
of America, at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of 
March, 1880, then and there to answer a bill of revivor in chancery 
filed against them, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State 
of New York, is complainant and said Mrs. Emma Walton Glenny 
and Isaac i. Glenny, her husband, are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have vou then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Morrison R. Waite, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 5rd day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
eighty, and the 104th year of American Independence. 

(Signed) T. V. COUPLAND, 
Dy Clerk. 


The defendants are hereby notified that they are required to enter 
their appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of Murch, 18580, otherwise the 
bill may be taken pro confesso. 

(Signed) T. V. COUPLAND, 
Dy Clerk. 


Motion and Order Setting Aside Pro Confesso. 
extract from the Minutes, March 16th, 1880. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseavx et al. 


On motion of Henry C. Miller and Branch K. Miller, solicitors 
for Mistress Enima Walton, wife of Isaae KE. Glenny and her said 
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husband, and on suggesting that by inadvertence the answer 

6447 to the bill of revivor herein filed was not made within the 
delay allowed, that said defendants have, as they believe, a 

good defence to the bill, and on filing the answer hereto annexed— 
It is how ordered that the decree pro COPfESSO herein entered be 
set aside and defendants be allowed to file their answer to the bill 


6448 Answer of Mrs. I I. Gili Hiei), Wife, AC., lo Bill of bee pivor. 
Filed March V6th, 1880. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
rs. >No. 3663. 
P. H. Moxssraun et al. J 


The answer of Emma Walton, wife of Isaa¢ E. Glenny, and of her 
husband herein, appearing to assist and authorize his said wife. 


These defendants, by protestations, now and at all times hereafter 
saving and reserving to themselves all manner of benefit and adyant- 
age of exception to the many errors and insufliciencies in the com- 
plainant’s bill contained, for answer thereunto or unto so much and 
such parts thereof as these defendants are advised is material for 
them to answer unto, they answer and say: 

These defendants believe it to be true that the complainant ex- 
hibited her origina! bill against a number of defendants in the suit 
entitled Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. IL. Monsseaux ef al., No. 5663 of 
the docket of this court, as stated in said bill, and that this defend- 
ant, Miss Emma Walton, then unmarried, was one of said defend- 
ants, and these defendants admit she then owned by act of sale a 
certain piece of property set forth in the bill herewith filed and 
marked “A,” which was claimed by the complainant in said bill. 

These defendants aver and charge that this defendant, then Emme 
Walton, was not cited to answer said bill; that she intermarried 
with her present husband, Isaac E. Glenny, in October, 1864; that 
thereafter no legal proceedings against this defendant, said Emma 
Walton, wife of said Glenny, could have any validity whatever, even 
if taken, without making her said husband a party thereto; but these 
defendants aver and charge that neither of them were ever served 
with a subpcena or cited to answer the said original bill of the com- 
plainant in the suit now sought to be revived, nor were they or either 
ever cited or made parties In any of the proceedings had in said suit 
subsequently to the filing of said Dill. 

And these defendants show that if a decree pro confesso Was taken, 

as charged in said bill, it was void and null, so far as con- 
6449 cerns the defendant, said Emma Walton, beeause of said want 

of citation, and her legal incapacity to stand in judgment at 
and before the dates of the filing of said original bill, and of said 
alleged decree arising from her said marriage in 1864; and for the 
same causes all proceedings in said suit and before the master re- 
ferred to -in said bill were and are wholly void, so far as respects 
these defendants or either of them. 

These defendants, further answering, aver that since the date of her 
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said title, February 15th, 1861, the said Emma was wife of 1. E.Glenny ; 
has been in possession of her said property, said) possession being 
purely legal, the property being at all times vacant, yielding no rents 
or revenues, and the delivery and possession thereof having been 
effected and passed by delivery of the title; that said possession has 
been — good faith as owner under said just title, competent to pass 
title, and said possession, beginning in February, 1861, has continued 
and been maintained at all times since, and now subsists; that her 
said title is protected and confirmed by the prescription of ten years 
(10 years) established by the articles 5474, 5475, 3479, 0451, 5451, 
3483, 3454, 3485, 3486, 3487, and other articles upon that subject 
specially referred to in support of said prescription relied upon ; that 
the possessions of the authors of defendants’ said title -had subsisted 
for twenty years in good faith and under a just title, prior.to de- 
fendants’ acquisitions. 

And these defendants now set up, aver, and insist upon said pos- 


sessions and the acquired prescription therefrom arising, in favor of 
the defendant, Emma, wife of 1. Ik. Glenny, in bar of and as a perfect 


defence against said bill of the complainant, and in bar of — against 
the demand therein contained, which bar is effeetive as well against 
said original bill as it is against the said bill of revivor ; and de- 
fendants pray for the full benefit of said prescription, the same and to 
the full extent as if pleaded by plea in bar. 
And these defendants deny all unlawful combinations and 
6450 confederacies, without that, any other matter or thing ma- 
terial or necessary for them to answer unto, and not herein 
well and sufficiently answered unto, confessed or avoided, traversed 
or denied, is true to the knowledge and belief of these defendants. 
All of which matters and things these defendants are ready to 
aver, maintain and prove, as this honorable court shall direct; and 
humbly pray to be hence dismissed, with costs in this behalf sus- 
tained. 
(Signed) HENRY C. MILLER, 
Solicitor for the Defendants. 


Document A. Filed with Answer of Mrs. I. E. Glenny. 
No. 


{5th February, 161. Sale of real estate City of New Or- 
leans to Miss E. L. Walton. 


STATE OF Lovutstana, City of New Orleans: 


Be it known that on this fifteenth day of February, in the vear of 


our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sixty-one, before me, 
Charles Edward Fortier, notary public in and for the parish of Or- 
leans and City of New Orleans, and official notary for said city, 
duly commissioned and sworn, in presence of the undersigned wit- 
nesses, personally came and appeared the Honorable John T. Mon- 


roe, mayor of the City of New Orleans, herein acting in his said’ 


capacity, who declared that— 
Whereas the late John McDonogh died in this parish on the 26th 
October, 1850, and by his olographic last will and testament, wrii- 
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ten, dated, and signed on the 29th December, 1858, in the town of 
McDonogh, State of Louisiana, bequeathed in equal moieties to the 
corporation of the City of New Orleans, in Louisiana, and the city 
of Baltimore, in Marvland, all his real and personal estate, movable 
and immovable property, with the exception of a few special lega- 
. ees: 
6451 Whereas the said testament was filed, proved, registered, 
and duly homologated under a decree rendered on the 28th 
October, 1850, by the Hon. A. M. Buchanan, then judge of the tifth 
district court of New Orleans, and the said cities duly sent in pos- 
session of the property bequeathed by the said John MeDonogh, as 
it appears from the proceedings in the matter of the Succession of 
said John “MeDonogh, No. 4112 of the docket of said fifth district 
court of New Orleans; 

Whereas subsequently, in the case of “City of New Orleans vs. 
City of Baltimore, American Colonization Society, and Society for 
the Relief of Destitute Orphan Boys of New Orleans,” No. 11578 of 
the docket of said fifth district court, the City of New Orleans prayed 
for a partition in kind, which was granted under a decree rendered 
on the 26th June, 1857, and signed on the 3rd July, 1857, by the 
Hon. H, b. Eggleston, judge of the said court, which decree was 
contirmed by a decision of the supreme court of Louisiana rendered 
on the 8th March, 185s; 

Whereas under the said decree and the partition made by virtue 
thereof the property hereinafter conveyed fell in the share of the 
City of New Orleans : 

Whereas by the 6th section of an ordinance of the common coun- 
cil of the City of New Orleans, entitled “An ordinance providing for 
the proper management and administration of the property acquired 
by the City of New Orleans from the late John MeDonogh,” ap- 
proved on the 27th May, LS, the said property was to be sold at 
public sale as soon as possible, with the consent of the council first 
obtained, for one-fifth cash, and the balance on a credit of one, two, 
three, and four Vears, the notes to be divided in equal instalments, 
bearing six per cent. Interest from date of sale up to maturity and 
eight per cent. thereafter, the property to bear special mortgage until 

payment ; 
6452 And whereas the aforesaid consent has been obtained, and 
the sale ordered by the common council of New Orleans, as 
appears by resolution No. 4264, passed by said council and approved 
on the 25rd December, 1858: 

Now, therefore, he, ‘the said John T. Monroe, mayor, by virtue of 
the authority in him vested by the aforesaid ordinance and resolu- 
tion, and pursuant to the public sale which was made at the Saint 
Louis Exchange on the ninth day of the month of February, 1861, 
by James Lb. Walton, auctioneer, certificate of which sale is annexed 
to an act passed in this office hereto for reference, does hereby, and 
for the consideration hereinafter set forth, grant, bargain, seli, con- 
vey, and set over, with a full warranty against all troubles, debts, 
mortgages, evictions, liens, and all other incumbrances whatever, 
unto Miss Emma L. Walton, a resident of this city, here present, 

” 
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accepting and purchasing for herself, her heirs and assigns, and 
acknowledging due delivery and possession thereof, the following- 
described lots of ground, viz: 

Two lots of ground in the second district of this city, in the 
square No. thirty-nine, bounded by Orleans, Broad, St. Peter, and 
White streeis, designated us lots Nos. one & two ona plan drawn 
by Louis H. Pili, city surveyor, dated the nineteenth of December, 
1859, and deposited in this office as plan. No. thirty-three of book 
of plans No. One, according to said plan sald lots of ground 
measuring each thirty feet eight inches and four lines front on 
Orleans street by one hundred and fourteen feet one inch and two 
lines in depth, between parallel lines, and thirty feet nine inches 
and five lines front on St. Peter street. 


Lot No. ene forms the corner of Orleans and White and St. Peter 


and White streets. | 
All the taxes due upon said lots of ground have been paid up to 
eighteen hundred and sixty. 


by reference to the certificate of the recorder of mortgages lor 


this parish, hereto annexed for reference, it appears that in 
6453 the records in his office there is no mortgages standing in the 


name of John McDonogh, and recorded against the lots of 


ground herein conveyed. 

To have and to hold the said property unto the said purchaser, 
her heirs or assigns, forever. And the said Johu T. Monroe, acting 
as aforesaid, moreover transfers unto the said purchaser all the 
rights and actions of warranty to which the City of New Orleans, 
as legatee of the said John MceDonogh, is or may be entitled against 
all the former owners and proprictors of the property herein con- 
veyed, subrogating the said purchaser to the said rights [and] 
actions, to be by her enjoyed and exercised in the same manner as 
they might have been by the said John MeDonogh or the said City 
of New Orleans. . 

This sale is made and accepted for and in consideration of the 
price and sum of three hundred and five dollars, in deduction 
whereof the said purchaser has paid that of sixty-one dollars to the 
said mayor, who hereby grants acquittance therefor; and for the 
balance of said) purchased price, amounting to two hundred and 
forty-four dollars, the said purchaser has furnished to the said 
mayor four certain promissory notes for sixty-one dollars each, 
drawn by her to the order of herself and by her endorsed, dated 
the ninth day of February, 1861, and payable respectively at the 
Citizens’ Bank at one, two, three, and four years from date, with 
six per cent. Interest per annum from date until maturity, and 
eight per cent. Interest per annum after maturity, until paid; which 
notes were signed and paraphed ne varietur. by the undersigned 
notary, to identify them herewith. 

And in order to secure the payment of the said four notes, with 
interests and costs, if any there be, said lots of ground remain 
mortgaged and hypothecated in favor of said City of New Orleans 
or any last bearer of said notes; said purchaser hereby binding 
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i herself not to sell, alienate, or encumber the same to the prejudice 
| of this mortgage. 

| Done and passed in my office, in the City of New Orleans, the 

year, month, and day first above written, in presence of Charles C. 

Laplace and 8S. Adelard Fortier, competent witnesses, of law- 

6454 ful age, and domiciliated in this city, who — hereunto signed 

their names, together with the said parties and me, the 


- notary, after due reading of the foregoing. 
(Original signed) EMMA LOUISA WALTON. 


JOUN TT. MONROE, Mayor . 
CHARLES C. LAPLACE. 
S. AD. FORTIER. 
CULAS. Kk. Ie MRTIER, Not. Pub. 
Correct: 
J. J. MICHEL, City Atty. 
A true copy. 
New Orleans, Feb’y 28th, 1S61. 
[SEAL. | CIHLARLES E. FORTIER, 
Not. Pub. 


; Replication fa Answer of Emma Walton and TTushand. Fil (| Mare 
19th, ISSO. 
oe Myra CLArnK GAINES ) 
Us No. 3665. 


P. H. Monsseacx et al. | 


The replication of Myra Clark Gaines, complainant, to the answer 
of Emma Walton, wife of Isaane E. Glenny, and of her said hus- 


banal. 

This repliant, saving and reserving to herself all and all manner 

of exceptions and of advantage of exception which may be had, 

| and taken to the manifold errors, uncerta-nties, and insuflicienc-es, 
saith: 

That she doth and will aver, maintain, and prove her said bili 
to be true, certain, and sufficient in the law to be answered unto by 
the said defendants, and that the answer of the said defendants is 
very uncertain, evasive, and msuflicient in the law to be replied unto 
by this repliant, without that, that any other matter or thing in the 

+ said answer contained materially or effectively in the law to be re- 
plied unto, & not herein & hereby well & sufficiently replied unto, 
’ confessed or avoided, traversed or dented, is true. 

i All of which matters & things this replant is ready to aver, main- 


tain, & prove as this honorable court shall direct ; and humbly prays 
as in & by her said bill she hath already proved. 
WM. REED MILLS, Solicitor. 
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6455 Motion and Order Appointing E. Sabourin to take Testimony. 
extract from Minutes of April Ist, 1880. 


‘Myra C. GAINES ) 3 
. rs. . No. 3663. 
P. H. Moynsseaux et al. | 


On motion of Wm. Reed Mills, solicitor of complainant, and on 
representing to the court that answer of the defendants, Emma EF. 
Walton and her husband, Isaac A. Glenny, to the bill of revivor 
against them have been filed and complainant's replication thereto 
tiled— 

[t is ordered that Ernest Sabourin, commissioner, be, and he is 
he Tre ‘by ‘ ap polrited Spe OF al commissione ce be fore whom testimony on 
behalf of complainant against said defendant be taken. 


Writ of fi. fa. issued against Francis Ney, May 19, 1880, is lost or 
mislaid and cannot now be found after due and diligent search. 


Rill of Revivor against the Ileirsof Louis Aron. Filed May 19th, 1880. 


To the honorable the judges of the United States cireuit court, fifth 
circuit and district of La.: 

Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, brings 
this her bill of complaint and revivor against the following citizens 
of Louisiana’ Marie Aron, wife of Francis Ney, the said Francis 
Ney to aid and authorize her, and Frederick Ney in his hereinafter 
mentioned capacity, and Louis Frederick, Bertha Josephine, Henri 
Frances, Walter Leon, John Paul Warren, and Sidney Joseph, all 
minors, through said Frederick Ney, being their natural and duly 
qualified tutor, they being the children of Louisa Aron, deceased, 
wife of said Frederick Ney, who with her sister, Marie Aron, wife of 
Francis Ney, were recognized as sole heirs of their deceased father 
and mother, Louis Aron X Therese Steidinger, whose successions 
were opened under number 52118, second district court ‘for the par- 
ish of Orleans, by petition filed May, 1868, and judgment recogniz- 
ing them as heirs and putting them In possession of the community 

property of their father and mother. 

6456 And thereupon complaining, your oratrix shows unto your 

honors that she, your oratrix, “did, on or about the — day of 
exhibit her original bill of complaint against Louis Aron and 
other defendants, she, your oratrix, claiming to be the sole and 
universal heir of her father, Daniel Clark, of the City of New Or- 
leans, deceased, and that the said Louis Aron unlawfully withheld 
from your oratrix some portions of the estate of the said Daniel 
Clark which justly belonged to your oratrix as sole heir and universal 
legatee under his last will and testament, and praving that Louis 
Aron and others named in said original bill be decreed to deliver 
up said property to your oratrix. 

And your oratrix further shows that process of subpcena being 
served on the said defendants, he appeared to the said bill and filed 
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their answer respectfully thereto and to which a replication was 
filed. 

That witnesses have been examined on the part of the complain- 
ant in which the said defendants have taken part, as by the record 
and other proceedings in said cause now remaining of record in 
this honorable court, reference being thereunto had, will more fully 


appear, 
And your oratrix further shows that since the filing of said origi- 
nal bill of complaint and decree rendered by this honorable court, 


the said Louis Aron has departed this life, and that the property 
mentioned in said original bill of complaint, claimed by the said 
Louis Aron, came into the possession of said Marie Aron, wife of 
Franeis Ney, and the said minors, Louis Frederick, Bertha Jose- 
phine, Henri Francois,Walter Leon, John Paul Warren, and Sidney 
Joseph Ney, through their mother, Louise Aron. 

That the said Louis Aron departed this life leaving as his heirs 
the said Marie Aron and Louise Aron, who both accepted his sue- 
cession and took possession as such of his property, and that said 
Louisa Aron is also dead, leaving as her heirs in whose favor her 

succession has been settled the afore-mentioned six minors, 
6457 whose tutor is their father, the said Frederick Ney. 
Wherefore your oratrix, as she is advised, is entitled to the 
benefit of said suit against the said Marie Aron, wife of said Francis 
Ney, and her husband, to aid her and the said Louis Frederick, 
Bertha Josephine, Henri Francois, Walter Leon, John Paul Warren, 
and Sidney Joseph Nev, minors, through their tutor, Frederick Ney, 
and the said heirs of Louis Aron and Loutsa Aron, and to take re- 
lief as she would have had or been entitled to against the said Louis 
Aron. 

May it please vour honors to grant unto your -oratrix the writ of 
subpeena to revive and answer, issuing out of and under the seal of 
this honorable court, to be directed to the said Marie Aron, wife of 
the said Francis Ney, the said Thomas Ney, to aid her and the said 
Louis Frederick, Bertha Josephine, Henri Francois, Walter Low, 
John Paul Warren, and Sidney Frederick Ney, through the said, 
their tutor, Frederick Ney, thereby commanding them and every 
of them, at a certain day and under a certain pain therein, to 
be specified, to be and appear before vour honors in this honorable 
court, and then and there to answer all and singular the matters 
and things in the said original bill alleged or inquired of, and fur- 
ther, to stand to and perform and abide such further order, diree- 
tion, and decree therein as to your honors shall seem meet and 
your oratrix will ever pray, Xe. 

(Signed) WM. Hl. WILDER, 


Solicitor for Complainant. 


The two subpeenas in chancery issued under the foregoing bill of 
revivor are lost or mislaid, and cannot now be found after due and 
diligent search, 
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Affidavit for Writ of Possession against Francis Ney. Filed July 1Ath, 
LSSU. 


SratTe OF LourstaNna, Parish of Orleans: 


Myra Chark GAINES 
Us No. 36638. 


ge? MonssEAUX et al. 


William H. Wilder, a resident of the City of New Orleans, being 
duly sworn, deposes and says: That he is the agent and at- 
6458 torney of Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines, that a- such he has made 
demand of Francis Ney, one of the defendants.in the above- 
entitled cause, for the surrender of the property recovered of him by 
the complainant, by judgment of the said circuit court, fifth cireuit 
and district of Louisiana, that he has made such demand of said de- 
fendant, Ney, on the 28th of May, 1880, for such surrender of the 
following property, to wit: Lots 17 & 18 in square bounded by Dor- 
genois, Orleans, Broad, and St. Ann streets, in the seeond district of 
this city, and that the said Ney neglects and refuses to deliver up 
possession, Wherefore preys for a writ of possession to issue, and that 
as such agent he be put in the possession of the same. 


(Signed) W. HH. WILDER. 


Sworn to and subseribed before me, this 14th day of July, 1880, 
before me. 
(Signed) T. V. COUPLAND, 


Commr U.S. Cireuit Court, Dist. of Louisiana. 


Writ at Possession against Francois Ney. - Tssued July L4th, LSS0. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


Circuit Court of the United States, Fifth Judicial Cireuit and Dis- 
, trict of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) ae 
Vs. ‘ ~No. 3663. 


P. I. Monsseauy ef als. J 


The President of the United States to the marshal of the United 
States for the district of Louisiana, Greeting : 


Whereas by a decree of the said court, issued on the 9th day of 
June, 1S79, and entered of record in the above entitled and num- 
bered cause by which it is ordered, adjudged, and decreed, that 
lrancois Ney should deliver possession of the premises then in con- 
troversy, and by virtue of the affidavit of William I. Wilder on file 
showing that he has made demand from said Francois Ney in pos- 
session of the hereinafter described property, viz: Two lots of ground, 
numbers seventeen and eighteen, in square bounded by Dorgenois, 

Broad, St. Ann, and Orleans streets, in the second district of 
6459 this city, and numbered thirty-seven on a plan of Bourgerol, 
deposited in the office of I. de Armas, late notary in this city, 
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and he has refused to deliver possession thereof in aecordance to 
said deeree : 

Therefore we command you that immediately after receiving this 
writ You Po to and enter Upon the said deseribed property, and that 
you eject and remove therefrom all and every persoh or persons 
holding and detaining the same, or any part thereof, against the said 
complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, and that you put and place the 
suid complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, or her assigns, in the full, 
quiet, and peaceable possession of the said property without delay, 
and her, the said complainant, in such possession thereof from time 
to time keep and defend, or cause to be kept, maintained, and de- 
fended, according to the tenor and true intent of the said decree of 
said court. 

Witness the Honorable Morrison R. Waite, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, at the City of New 
Orleans, this 14th day of July A. D., ISSO, and of the Independence 
of the United States of America the 105th year. 

[SEAL. | (Signed) T. V. COUPLAND, 
Dy Clerk. 


Received July 14th, 1880, by the U.S. marshal, and on same day, 
month, and year I executed the within writ of possession by placing 
the plaintiff, through her agent, W. IL. Wilder, Esq., in peaceable 
possession of the property deseribed in the within writ of possession, 

(Signed) BE. S. CURRY, 
Dy U.S. Marshal. 


6460 Kutries from the Chancery Order Book. 
Appearance of the Hope Insurance Company and Louis Barnett. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Jan’y 2nd, 1566. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. >» No. 5663. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. } 

This day eame the defendants, Hope Insurance Company and 
Louis Barnett, by their counsel, A. Pitot, Esq., and entered their 
appearance to complainant's bill. 

Appearance of ule 8 Bermude 4 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Jan’y 2nd, 1866. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
VS. > No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseavx et als. J 


This day came the defendant, Jules Bermudez, and entered his 
appearance to complainant’s bill. 


0226 =THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 
Appearance of the Pontchartrain Railroad Company. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Jan’y 2nd, 1866. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. > No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseacx et als. J 
This day came the defendants, the Pontchartrain Railroad Com- 
pany, through their solicitor, Edw; Briggs, Esq., and entered their 
appearance to complainant’s bill. 


Appearance of John Pemberton, P. H. Monsseaux, and others, Defend- 
ants. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, February 5th, 1866. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. » No. 36638. 
P. H. Monsseaux ef als. J 


This day came into the clerk’s office John Pemberton, Felix H. 
Ducros, P. H. Monsseaux, Joseph Oscar Theard, Jules Lavergne, W. 
H. McLean, Joseph Bazanac, Ferdinand Thomson alias Thompson, 
Arthur B. Griswold, Auguste Gautier, Aimé Gautier, A. D. Dorio- 
court, Joseph Doriocourt, Francois Doriocourt, ‘Andrea Doriocourt, 
Raymond Rousselot, Widow Pierre Cap, Joseph Bormond, Jobn 
Augustus Blacksmith, J. G. Pelhofer, If. Gabriel Levasseur, Mrs. 
Widow Auguste Lanusse, and entered their separate appearance to 
complainant’s bill. 

Appearance of Phillipe Avigno, Jr. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, February 5th, 1866. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
US. > No. 3663. 
P. H. Monssravx et als. J 
6461 This day the defendant, Phillipe Avigno, Jr., by his coun- 
sel, Durant & Hornor, entered his appearance, and filed his 
answer to the complainant’s bill, of which complainant is now 
notified. 
Appearance of the Southern Star Manufacturing Company. 
Intry in Chancery Order Book, February 5th, 1866. 
Myra CLARK Gaines] 


vs. 

P. H. Monsseavx et als. 

This day the defendants, the Southern Star Manufacturing Com- 

pany, by their solicitor, L. Madison Day, Esq., entered their appear- 
ance to complainant’s bill. 


Y | 73) 
‘ N O. ob oO. 
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Appearance of Francois Lacroix. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, February 5th, 1566. 


Myra CLARK GAINES } 
vs. No. 3665. 


: P. H. Monssraux et als. 

a This day the defendant, Francois Lacroix, by his counsel, Alexis 
Robert, entered his appearance to complainant’s bill. 
Appearance of Charles Petrie. 


“ntry in Chancery Order Book, February 5th, 1866. 


Myra CLark GAINES 
v's. -No. 3663. 
P. H, Monsseaux ef als. 


This day [came] the defendant, Charles Petrie, by his counsel, A. 
P. Field, entered his appearance to complainant’s bill. 


Appearance of Victor Louis Ceressolles. 


“ntry in Chancery Order Book, February 5th, 1866. 


* Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. No. 2665. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. ( 
This day the defendant, Victor Louis Ceressolles, by his counsel, 
Durant & Hornor, entered his appearance, and filed his answer to 
complainant’s bill, of which complainant is now notified. 
? 
Appearance of Dennis Cronan, Widow J. C. de St. Romes. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, February 5th, 1866. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. > No. 3665. 
P. H. Monsseavx et als. J 
This day came into the clerk’s office Dennis Cronan, Widow J. 
C. de St. Romes, and entered their appearance to complainant’s bill. 
a : 


6462 Appearance of Antoine Sarrat. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, February 5th, 1866. 
Myra CLARK GAINES l 
vs. No. 3663. 
P. H. Monssraux et als. ) 
This day came into the clerk’s office the defendant, Antoine Sarrat, 
by his counsel, G. Schmitt, and entered his appearance to complain- 
ant’s bill. 


_ 
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Appearance of Eliza Davis Kenner, Adm’r’x, and Minor Kenner. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, February 5th, 1866. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. . No. 3665. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. J 

This day came into the clerk’s office Eliza Davis Kenner, adin’n’r’x, 
and Minor Kenner, by their counsel, Miles Taylor, Esq., and entered 

their appearance to complainant’s bill. 


Appearance of Jules Lapene, Joseph Fuentes, Theodore Guyol, and other 
Defendants. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, February 5th, 1866. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. > No. 3665. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. 

This ¢2" came into the clerk’s ottice, by their counsel, Miles Tay- 
lor, Jules Lapene, Joseph Fuentes, Theodore Guyol, Marecline Esnard, 
P.O. Peyroux, D. B. Macarty, Owen Doherty, Albin Soulie, Florville 
Foy, Gabriel Levasseur, Mrs. M. W Levasseur, Michael Meilleur, F. 
M. Jacobs, P. Avril, Francis Mouny, N. Rillieux, Mrs. E. Vanee, Alf. 
Rousseau, test’y ex’r of est. of A. Rousseau; Mrs. S. Morel and her 
husband, O. Morel; Geo. O. Reineke, Mrs. Jean Sauvage and her 
husband, Mrs. S. Magner and her husband, Geo. Bischoff, Albin 
Rochereau, Dennis Cronan, Simon Edward Brunett, J. A. Blane, J. 
L. Gubernator, Francois Lacroix, Victorine Demoruelle, W. IF. Vre- 
denburgh, City of New Orleans, David Stickney, Ferdinand Thomson, 
Alphonse Drez, Mrs. Simeon Delord and her husband, Joseph Guil- 
ott, John Despaux, defendants herein, and entered their appearance 
to complainant’s bill. 


Appearance of John and James C. Davidson. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, February 5th, 1866. 


Myra CLaArK GAINES 
vs. > No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseacx et als. J 
This day came into the clerk’s office John and James C, 
6463 Davidson, defendants, by their attorney, M. M. Cohen, and 
entered their appearance to complainant’s bill. 


Appearance of J. P. Perez, Nancy Villars, Joseph Fannegano, and other 
Def ndants. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, February 5th, 1866. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 3663. 
P. Hi. Monssravx ef als. 


This day came the defendants, J. P. Perez, Nancy Villars, Joseph 


ed 


atmemnitce encase. mili se. 


@<> =~ 


ed 


vacate creme realli 0. 


~-s =~ 


THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS Vs. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 3229 


Fannegano, Mrs. Charles Haverard and her husband, Martin Graff, 
itienne Parrocel, John Bietry. Mrs. Pauline Bietry and her husband, 
Edward Barnett, Jacob Newhauser, Joseph Desplain, Joseph Abadie, 
Peter Mulier, alias Muller, and Geo. Lohr, by their counsel/, Whita- 
ker & Fellows, and entered their appearance to complainant’s bill. 


Appearance of Josephine Tloa, Joseph Hernandez, Jules Lavergne, and 
other Defendants. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, March 5th, 1866. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ] 
rE, -No. 5665. 
P. H. Monsseaux ef als. | 
This day came into the clerk’s office, by their counsel, Miles Tay- 
7 . . 7 ° 
lor, Esq., Josephine Hoa, Joseph Tlernandez, Jules Lavergne, Louis 
Mestier, Joseph Bermond, R. Rousselot, R. J. Kerr, P. HL. Monsseaux, 
and Widow J. C. de St. Romes, defendants herein, and entered their 
appearance to complainant’s bill. 
Answer of the Hope Insurance Company, W. H. MeLean, and other De- 
fendants. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, March 5th, 1566. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. » No. 56638. 
P. H. Monsstavx et als. J 
The complainant herein is notified that the Hope Insurance Com- 
pany, W. H. MeLean, Louis Barnett, A. D. Doriocourt, J. Doriocourt 
& al., Aimé Gautier, & Auguste Gautier, defendants in this case, filed 
their respective answers to the bill of complainant exhibited against 
them. 
Answer of the Southern Star Manufacturing Company. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, March oth, 1566. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 


vs. ~ No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseavx et als. J 
6464 This day the Southern Star Manufacturing Company, by 


their solicitor, L. Madison Day, Esq., filed their — to com- 
plainant’s bill, of which complainant is now notified. 


Answer of Eliza Davis, Widow of Minor Kenner, Tutrie and Admin- 
istyat rir, We. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, March 5th, 1866, 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
Us. - No. 36638. 
P. H. Mowsseacx et als. J 


The defendant, Eliza Davis, widow of Minor Kenner, tutrix and 
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administratrix, &e., by her solicitor, Miles Taylor, Esq., filed her 
pleas and ec. to complainant’s bill, of which complainant is now 
notified. 
Answer of James C. Davidson. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, April 2nd, 1866. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
Us. - No. 3668. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. { 
The defendant, James C. Davidson, by his counsel, M. M. Cohen, 
Esq., has this day filed plea to the Jurisdiction of the court. 


Answer of John Davidson. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, April 2nd, 1866. 


Myra CLARK GAINES | 
Us. - No. 3663. 
. P. H. Monsseaux ef als. § 

The defendant, John Davidson, by his counsel, M. M. Cohen, Esq., 
this day filed his answer to complainant’s bill, of which complain- 
ant is now notified. 

Answer of M. Graff and Jacob Newhauser. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, April 2nd, 1866. 
Myra CLARK GAINES | 

vs. No. 3668. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. 

The defendants, M. Graff and Jacob Newhauser, by their counsel, 
J. Q. A. Fellows, Esq., this day filed their seperate answers to com- 
plainant’s bill, of which complainant is now notified. 

Answer of the The City of New Orleans. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, April 2nd, 1866. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 3663. 
P. Hl. Monsseaux et als. 


‘ 


The City of New Orleans, by its solicitor, Miles Taylor, Esq., this 
day filed its demurrer to complainant’s bill. 
6465 Appearance of CU. Moree. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 7th, 1866. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
VS. No. 36638. 
P. H. Monsseavx ef als. 


The defendant, C. Moree, by his counsel/, Miles Taylor, Esq., this 
day entered his appearance to complainant’s bill. 


= sh 
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le 
Appearance of Mrs. F. A. Brown. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, July 2nd, 1866. 
Myra CLArnkK GAINES 


Us. No. 4010. 
Mrs. F. A. Brown et als. J 


The defendant, Mrs. F. A. Brown, by her solicitors, Waples & 
Kellogg, entered her appearance to complainant’s bill. 
Appearance of J. B. Patrick. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, December 5rd, 1866. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 


vs. > No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. | 


This day came into the clerk’s office J. B. Patrick, defendant 
herein, by his solicitor, W. C. Budd, Esq., and entered his appear- 
ance to complainant’s bill. 

Answer of J. B. Patrick. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, January 7th, 1867. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Us. > No. 36658. 
P. H. Monsseavx et als. J 


The defendant, J. B. Patrick, by his solicitor, W. C. Budd, this 
day filed his answer, demurrer, and plea to complainant’s bill, of 
which complainant is now notified. 


Answer of John Pemberton. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 4th 1868. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 36638. 
P. H. Monsseavx et als. 


The complainant is hereby notified that on the 27th April, 1868, 
John Pemberton, by his solicitors, A. & M. Voorhies, has filed de- 
murrer, pleas, and answer to inter-ogatories to complainant’s bill. 


Appearance of Mrs. J. V. Gotsehalk and John M. Crawford. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, April 4th, 1870. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 


Us. > No. GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. | 


The defendants, Mrs. J. V. Gotschalk and J. M. Crawford, have 
this day entered their appearance to complainants bill. 
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Appearance of Francois Lacroix, Cyprian Dufour, Chas. Borie, 
and B. Abadie. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, April 4th, 1870. 


Myra CLrArRK GAINES | 
Us. . No. GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY eé als. 


The following-named defendants, by their solicitor, Cyprian Du- 
four, have this day entered their appearance to complainant’s bill, 
viz: Francois Lacroix, Cyprian Dufour, Chas. Borie, and B. Abtadie. 


Appearance of W. IL. Johnson, L. D. Kernion, John Smith, B. Saloy 
and other D fendants. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, April 4th, 1870. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
MS. No. 60S5. 
P. I. AGNELLY ef als. j 


The following-named defendants, by tieir solicitors, Doirhammer 
& Kennard, viz: W. H. Johnson, L. D. Kernion, John Smith, B. 
Saloy, Rudolph Huberwald, Palmyra Gravier, John Remele, Widow 
Remele, Amanda E. Pucheu, and Theodore Morano, have entered 
their appearance to complainant's bill. 


Appearance of Henry St. Paul and his Wife and Mrs. Chas. Mathews. 
Mnatry in Chancery Order Book, April 4th, 1870. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
VS. » No. GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY ct als. { 


The defendants, Henry St. Paul and his wife and Mrs. Chas. 
Mathews, by their solicitors, W. D. Winter and Doithammer & Ken- 
nard, have made their appearance to complainant's bill. 


Appearance of C. Chauvin, Ann C. G. de Monsabert, Chas. de Monsabert, 
and other Defendants. 


entry in Chancery Order Book, April 4th, 1870. 


Myra Charnk GAINES ) 
vs. . No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY e als. 


The defendants, C. Chauvin, Ann C. G. de Monsabert, Charles de 
Monsabert, Mrs. I. FE. Canty, and Auguste Rancour, by their solic- 
itors, A. & P. Robert, have entered their appearance to complain- 
ant’s bill. 


} 
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Appearance of Francois Coquet. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, April 4th, 1870. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 


v8. No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. 


6467 Francois Coquet, one of the defendants herein, by his 
solicitor, C. E. Schmidt, has entered his appearance to com- 


plainant’s bill. 
Appearance of Henry Peychaud and Jean Gazave. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, April 4th, 1570. 


Myra CLARK GAINES \ 
vs. No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY et als. j 


The defendants, Henry Peyechaud and Jean Gazave, have made 
their separate appearances to complainant’s bill. 


Discontinuance of Suit against Jean Gazave or Gazen. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, April 4th, 1870. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
Us. No. 6085. 
P. F, AGNELLY et als. 


This day came into the clerk’s office Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines, and 
entered discontinuance of suit against Jean Guzave or Gazen, one 
of the defendants in the aboye-entitled cause, as to the followin 
described property, to wit: 

Four lots of ground situated in the Faubourg Castanedo, of this 
city, designated by the Nos. one, eight, nine, and ten on a plan dated 
18th June, 1835, made by Allen D’Hemecourt, and deposited in the 
office of Wm. Young Lewis, then notary, in this city. Lot No. one 
fronting on Lapeyrouse street, lots No-. eight and nine fronting also 
on Lapeyrouse street, and lot No. ten forming the corner of Lapey- 
rouse and Roman streets, being the same lots purchased by the said 
Jean Gazave trom Chazal Thomas, f. ¢.m., by act passed before Paul 
Ernice Laresche, notary, in this city, on the first day of May, 1547, 
against which property said complainant has no claim. 

The clerk of the U.S. circuit court will please make the forego- 
ing entry in the chancery order book, New Orleans, April 4th, 1870. 
(Signed) MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


(v- 
5 
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Appearance of Joseph Robin, Juan Alphonso, Joseph Gurrero, and other 
Defendants. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, April 4th, 1870. 


Myra CLark GAINES 
vs. - No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. | 


The defendants, Joseph Robin, Juan Alphonso, Joseph Guerrero? 

Wid. Catalone Albies, Joseph Asivido, Juan Gonzales, Widow 

6468 Juan Morales, and Gregoise Asurdo, have each entered their 
appearance to complainant’s bill. 


Appearance of W. Hogan, Edward Barnett, Dennis Cronan, and other 
Defendants. 


Entry in Chaneery Order Book, April 4th, 1870. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. . 


The defendants, W. Hogan, Edward Barnett, Dennis Cronan, J. Q. 
Reixr, and Michael Dennis have entered their oP pearance to com- 
plainant’ Ss bill. 


Appearance of Albert Richard, Widow J. C. de St. Romes, Chas. Danto- 
net, A. L. Tissot, and others, Defendants. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, April 4th, 1870. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. . No. 6085. 
P. IF’. AGNELLY ef als. 


The defendants, Albert Richard, Widow J. C. de St. Romes, Charles 
Dantonet, A. L. Tissot, Paul Fourchy,J. A. Dupaquier, —— Dubreuil, 
Joseph Seruntino, Felix Pichon, Jefferson Wells, curator, J. A. Laneu- 
ville, Wm. R. Stuart, Manuel Castein, Leopold Hewle tt, Jh. Toregano, 
Jean Lavi ic, Lucien Francine, Fermin Levasseur, J. P. Maglish, John 
Hearer, John Pemberton, O. De Buys, Evariste Lepine, Sen’r, Felix 
Robin, Thomas Wiltz, Louis Hortenstein, Jean Pierre Grandam, 
Wm. Sommer, John MeGuiness, John Bonneau, J., and J. C. David- 
son have entered their appearance to complainant’s bill. 


Answer of Joseph Bompast, Jean Schweitzer, Thomas Saux, and Jean 
Portes. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, April 4th, 1870. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
Vs. No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. 


The defendants, Joseph Bompast, Jean Schweitzer, Thomas Saux, 
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and Jean Portes, by their solicitor, W. E. Murphy, have filed their 
separate demurrer to complainant’s bill. 


Appearance of Mrs. V. N. Murphy, The Heirs of Mrs. E. E. Jackson, and 
J.C. Pickens. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, April 4th, 1870. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. > No. GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY et als. 
The defendants, Mrs. V. N. Murphy, The Heirs of Mrs. E. 
6469 KE. Jackson, and J. C. Pickens, by their solicitors, Semmes & 
Mott and Hyams & Jonas, have entered their appearance to 
complainant’s bill. 


Appearance of Jefferson Wells, Curator. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, April 4th, 1870. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. 
The defendant, Jefferson Wells, curator of Mrs. 'T. J. Wells, by his 


solicitors, Semmes & Mott and Hyams & Jonas, has entered his 
appearance to complainant’s bill. 


Answer of Charles Borie and Francois Lacroix. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 2nd, 1870. 


Myra CLarK GAINES 
Us. No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY et als. 
The defendants, Charles Borie and Francois Lacroix, by their 
solicitor, Cyprien Dufour, have filed their separate answer to com- 
plainant’s bill on the 29th April last. 


Answer of R. Huberwald and Others. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 2nd, 1870. 
Myra CLarK GAINES 
vs. No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY et als. 
R. Huberwald and others, defendants herein, have on the 29th 


inst., by their solicitors, Diorhammer & Kennard, filed their demur- 
rer to complainant’s bill. 
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Answer of B. Abadie and Cyprien Dufour. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 2nd, 1870. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
VS. fr No. GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. 


The defendant, B. Abadie, by his solicitorr, Cyprien Dufour, and 
the said Cyprien Dufour in P. P., have, on the 30th April last, filed 
their separate answers to complainant’s bill. 


Answer of Paul Fourchy. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 2nd, 1870. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
v8. No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY et als. 
Paul Fourchy, one of the defendants herein, by his solicitor, 
Albert Voorhies, has filed his answer to complainant’s bill. 


6470 Discontinuance of Suit against Evariste Lepine,Sen’r, and Apoli- 
narie Lepine, Jy. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 2nd, 1870. 


Myra CLARK GAINES | 
vs. No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY et als. ‘ 


This day came into the clerk’s office Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines, 
complain: unt, and entered discontinuance of suit in the above-enti- 
tled case against Evariste Lapine, Sen’r, and Apolinarie, junior, as 
to a tract of land situated in the parish of Lafourche, in this State, 
= about 12 miles below the town of Thibodeaux, measuring about 

6 arpents front on Bayou Lafourche by 40 arpe nts in depth, now 
bounded on the upper line’ by property formerly of R. B. Guillard, 
and on the low line by property of said Evariste Lepine, sold by | 
testamentary executors of Daniel Clark to P. Grimo by act be fore | 
John Lynd, notary, dated 2nd March, 1819, and being a tract of | 
land on left bank of Bayou Lafourche. 

New Orleans, May 2nd, 1870. 3 

(Signed) MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


Answer of A. Dupaquier. | 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 2nd, 1870. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) . | 
vs. No. 6085. | 
P. F. AGNELLY et als. | 


A. Dupaquier, one of the defendants herein, by his solicitor, Albert 
Voorhies, has filed his answer to complainant’s bill. 
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Appearances of Louis Duvignaud, Widow G. Smith, J’n Ollie, and other 
Defendants. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 2nd, 1870. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY et als. 


Louis Duvignaud, Widow G. Smith, J’n Ollie, Geo. B. Ebeling, E. 
& A. Minturn, F. Levasseur, V. de St. Romes, Manuel Elliott, Z. 
Wentzell, P. 8. Wiltz, E. J. L. Blane, Widow E. Blane, Wm. Cham- 
bers, G. W. Hynson, ex’r.; Thomas Robertson, D. B. Macarty, Pierre 
Brunet, J. M. Brunet, N. Baccas, N. Daban and J. J. Lamoure, Jean 
Lubbe, estate of Rudolph Rousseau, Mrs. E. W. Audler, John M. 
Crawford, Mrs. E. V. Gottschalk, by their solicitor, James MceCon- 
nell, have entered their appearance to complainant’s bill. 


6471 Appearance of F. Ilubert, George Geissler, Pangvord Wicker, and 
Michael Lorenz. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 2nd, 1870. 


Myra CLarK GAINES 
7 eysgegeey 
va. . >» No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. J 
I. Hubert, George Geissler, Paogvord, Michael Lorenz, defend- 
ants herein, by their solicitor, James McConnell, entered their ap- 
pearance to complainant’t bill. 


Answer, Dennis Cronan. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, June 6th, 1870. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
v8. >No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseavux et oe. i 
Dennis Cronan, one of the defendants herein, by his solicitors, 


Horner & Benedict, has this day filed his answer to complainant's 


bill. 


Appearance of Wm. A. Elmore, Mrs. Myra F. Minor, Wm. N. Minor, 
and other Defendants. 


Entry in Chancery. Order Book, July 11th, 1870. 
y ) 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 4010. 
I’. A. Brown ef als. 


Wm. A. Elmore, Esq., for Mrs. Myra F. Minor, Wm. N. Minor, 
Philip F. Minor, Francis I. Minor, wife of Montgomery, and 
for himself and minor children, to whom he is tutor,and Achille 
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Segur, to whom Adolph Sigur is tutor, has by written consent this 
day filed [and] entered appearance to complainant’s bill nune pro 
tune as of date July 5th, 1870. 


Discontinuance in the Case of Jacob Charles Van Wickle. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, September 5th, 1870. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
VS, > No. (( ISS. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. 


On motion of Jacob Charles Van Wickle,one of the defendants if 
this case, who has been served with a subpoena in chancery Jn this 
ease, and on his producing to the court a duly authenticated copy 
of an act executed before A. D. Doricourt, a notary publie in this 
city, by which the said Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines, the plaintiff, ac- 
knowledges that your mover herein has been sued by her through 
error in this case as owner of a portion of ground in the square 
bounded by Dorgenois, Broad, Esplanade, and Barracks streets, hav- 
ing eighty-three feet 6 inches on Esplanade street and Barracks 

street, by 198 feet 10.2 on Dorgenois street, 198 feet 9? inches 
6472 on the other line, because the same was sold by her father, 

Daniel Clark, during his lifetime; and on his further show- 
ing that by said act he is authorized to enter, or cause to be entered, 
in said suit a discontinuance, so far as the said property is concerned, 
as the whole appears by the duly certified copy of the said act here- 
with annexed, it is ordered by the court that the case be discon- 
tinued, so far as the said mover is concerned, for the property above 
described. 


(Signed) | J.C. VAN WICKLE. 
Answer of Jefferson Wells, Curator; Montfort Wells and Wife, and Other 
Defendants. 

Entry in Chancery Order Book, November 7th, 1870. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. - No. GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY et als. 

Jefferson Wells, curator, Montfort Wells and Jeannette Wells, his 
wife, and Mrs. Cornelia Herbert, wife of J. N. Murphy, by their so- 
licitors, Semmes & Mott and Hyams & Jonas, has this day filed their 
demurrer to complainant’s bill. 


Answer of John O. Pickens. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, November 7th, 1870. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
Us. No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. 


John O. Pickens, one of the defendants herein, by his solicitors, 
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Semmes & Mott, Hyams & Jonas, & Manning, has this day filed his 
plea to complainant’s bill. 


Answer of Widow John Smith, Jean Ollie, L. Duvigneaud, and Others, 
Defendants. 


Eniry in Chancery Order Book, December 5th, 1870. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY et als. 

Widow John Smith, Jean Ollie, L. Duvigneaud, and others, de- 
fendants herein, by their solicitors, Miles Taylor and James MeCon- 
nell, has this day filed their demurrers, pleas, and answers In support 
of pleas, to the complainant’s bill. 

Demurrers Set Down for Argument. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, December 5th, 1870. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY et als. 
In this case the complainant, by Race, Foster, and E. T. 
6473 Merrick, of counsel, and sets down for argument and hearing 
the demurrers filed in this case on the 7th November, 1870, 
and interior to said day. 
Answer of Jules Lapene, Joseph Fuentes, and Others. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, December 5th, 1870. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. > No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseavux et als. { 

Jules Lapene, Joseph Fuentes, and others, defendants herein, by 
their solicitors, Miles Taylor and Jas. McConnell, have this day filed 
their demurrers, pleas, and answer im support of pleas to complain- 
ant’s bill. 

Demurrers Set Down for Hearing. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Jan’ry 2nd, 1871. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY et als. 

On motion of Race, Foster & E. T. Merrick, solicitors for com- 
plainant, it is ordered that the demurrers filed herein on the 5th 
December, 1870, be set down for hearing. 
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Report of the Master in Chancery. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, April 5rd, 1871. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 


Us. 


No. 2695. 
Tue Crry or New ORLEANS. 


The master in chaneery, to whom this cause was referred, with di- 
rections to take an account between the parties of the yearly rents 


and profits of certain property, reported and filed the same in the 
clerk’s office on the 14th day of March ultimo. 


Report of the Master in Chancery. ° 
Entry in Chaneery Order Book, April 3d, 1871. 
Myra CLark GAINES 


Us, 


No. 2695. 
ISABELLA JENKINS. 


The master in chancery, to whom this cause was referred, with di- 
rections to take an account between the parties of the yearly rents 


and profits of certain property, reported and filed the same in the 
clerk’s office on the 24th March ultimo. 


Report of the Master in Chancery. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, April 3rd, 1871. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
v8. No. 2695. 
Ernest H. Laueven. | 
The master in chancery, to whom this cause was referred, 
6474 with directions to take an account between the parties of the 


yearly rents and profits of certain property, reported and filed 
the same on the 25th day of March ultimo. 


Discontinuance of Suit against Joseph Oscar Theard. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, April 3d, 1871. 
Myra CLaArK GAINES 


v8. No. 4006. 
Dennis CRONAN et als. 
Myra Clark GAINES ) 

Us. > No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseavcx ef als. 

On motion of Myra Clark Gaines, complainant herein in propria 
persona, it is ordered that these suits be discontinued against Joseph 
Oscar Theard as to the property described in the quit-claim made 
by me on the 23rd day of March, 1871, in favor of said Joseph Oscar 
Theard. 

(Signed) MYRA CLARK GAINES. 
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Replication to Answer of Florence A. Brown. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, April 3rd, 1871. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Us. » No. 4010. 
F. A. Brown et als. { 


The complainant, by her solicitors, Race, Foster, and FE. T. Mer- 
rick, has this day filed her replication to answers of Florence A. 
Brown, widow of Jno. M. Brown, deceased, &e. 


Exceptions to the Master's Report. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, April 15th, 1871. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. - No. 2695. 
Ciry oF New ORLEANS. { 


The complainant herein is notified that the said defendant, The 
City of New Orleans, has this day filed in writing exceptions to the 
report of the master herein filed on the 14th of March, 1871, and 
that the same are set down for hearing. 

New Orleans, April 15th, 1871. 


Exceptions to Master’s Report. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, May Ist, 1871. 


Myra Clark GAINES ) 
VS. > No. 2695. 
KE. H. LAMeyer, Ciry or N. O., et als. j 


EK. H. Lameyere, one of the defendants herein, by his solicitors, 
Myles Taylor and Jas. McConnell, has, on the 24th April, 1871, filed 
his exceptions to the master’s report. 


Discontinuance as to Andre D. Doricourt. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, May Ist, 1871. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 3663. 
P. H. Mownsseavux ef als. 


6475 On motion of Myra Clark Gaines, complainant herein, it is 

ordered that this suit be discontinued against Andre D. Dori- 
court to so much of three losts of ground, No-. 30, 31, & 32, he (said 
Doricourt) possesses on Ursulines street, between Broad & Dorge- 
nois streets, at a distance of about 118 feet from the corner of Dorge- 
nois and Ursulines streets, and upon which she had_ rights as sole 
heir of Daniel Clarke, ber deceased father, the title of said Andre 
D. Doriocourt to the same having been duly ratified and approved 
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by the mover, by act passed before Antoine Doriocourt, notary public, 
in this city on the 18th day of March, 1870. 
New Orleans, May 14, 1870. 
(Signed) MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


Report of the Master in Chancery. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, June 5th, 1871. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 2695. 
Ciry oF New ORLEANS. 


The master in chancery, to whom this cause was referred, with di- 
rections to take an account between the parties of the ye: arly rents 
and profits of certain property, &c., has on the 12th day — May, 1871, 
reported upon the claim presented by the complainant for timber 
and wood taken by defendant from the land decreed to her, and 
filed said report on the said 12th May, 1871. 


Bill taken Pro Confesso for want of Demurrer, Plea, or Answer. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, June 5th, 1871. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
v8. No. 3668. 
P. H. Monsseacx et als. } 


In this case, on motion of Rice, Foster & I. T. Merrick, of coun- 
sel for the complainant, it is ordet ed that said complainant’s bill be 
taken pro confesso for want of demurrer, plea, or answer, against 
Louis Aron, P. Augrain & wife, Jos. Bauduc, Jules Budue, J. A. 
Blockworth, Louis Binoche, Widow Pierre Cap, Carondelet Canal 
& Navigation Co., Joseph Danzel, Felix A. Ducros, Joseph Dubue, 
Joseph Diard, J. Dupasse, Michel Dennis, N. P. Fisher & wife, Aug. 
Fuentes, Hy. Grandmont, John Hoey, H. D. Hopkins & wife, C. W. 
Hopkins, S. Howell & wife, J. B. Jacquet, Widow Aug. Lanusse, 
Heirs of Lavergne, Henry Lazeur, Wm. Moran, John Miller, Louis 

ki. Nie, J. C. Pelhofer, Hy. Parlange, Pontchartrain Railroad 
6476 Co., P. G. Reasor, Antoine Surrat, H’y Spitzfadden, Martin 

Soy, Mrs. Suliba, adm’r; Stanislas Webber, Mrs. C. L. Wol- 
ton and her husband, Mrs. Palmyra White, & George White, Attree 
White, Octavia W hite, D. P. White, & A. Miltenberger. 


Bills taken Pro Confesso for Want of Demurrer, Plea, or Answer. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, June 5th, 1871. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
V8. -No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. J 
In this case, on motion of Race, Foster, & FE. T. Merrick, of coun- 
sel for the complainant, it is ordered that said complainant’s bill of 
complaint be taken pro confesso for want of demurrer, plea, er an- 
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swer against Edmund Abel, Juan Alphonso, Joseph Alseredo, Emile 
Bouny, M. A: Bramon, Charles Beaumont, Pierre Bordes, Francis 
Coquet, Jean Carembert, Robert C. Cle burne, Mrs. li. Chipley, Cha- 
venette Chauvin, Aristede Carlon, Chas. x Carrier, Jean Buzeon, 
Widow R. Brongier, J. Bures, Mrs. V. Bertonviere, J. B. Bergeron, 
adm’n’r Widow J. B. Bergeron ; Pierre Cazenave, Francis Carriere, A. 
Catalongue, Antoine Chauvin, Manuel Custeen, J. M. Crawford, 
Ovid Dubuys, Chas. Dantonnelle, Chas Demarest, Wid. Everard, 
Mrs. I. J. Forstall, Lucien Foucire, August Fouchert, Jean Fni- 
deaux, J. E. Gabaroche, Edmund Guillet, Jean R. Gaudam, Widow 
James Gallagher, Auguste Gautier, Joseph Guerero, John Heaver 
Louis Hortentein, O. E. Hall, H. D. Hopkins, Prosper Howard, 
Matthias Herde, Henry F. Hall, Leopold Hoislett, J. W. Harrison, 
W. Harrison, Dr. J. A. Henson, Jules Hottier, Wm. Hardgroden, 
l’re Jourdaiux, Gottsfreid Jacobi, J. Ivegrette, Jean M. Journes, 
Louis Janeum, Heirs of Mrs. EF. E. Jackson, W. H. Johnson, Jean 
J’| Klau, Bay Kidder, J. B. Kidder, Chas. Lewis, J. R. Lee, Charles 
Lesseps, Jean Lavie, Joseph Lettrie, Wm. R. Leeul, Wm. Alex. 
Laury, Joseph Lobot, Eululie Leffetson, J. P. Maglish, Minor A. 
Meunier, Theodore Marero, Marius Mullier, Joseph Modson, Mrs. 
Melchior Michel, Jacque Marque, Isaac Majerada, Mrs. Jno. Morates, 
Jacques Muller & wife, Joseph Mouton, V. M. Murphy, Mrs. Chas. 

Matthews, David B. North, John Nauman, Francis Nye, Felix 
6477 Pitechut, D. Pony, H’y Peychaud, Maucelin F. Pecora, Joseph 

Prosper, M. A. Peyroux, Victor Perrillott, F. Pichoux, Jo- 
seph Pierre, Win. ere Felix Robin, Louis Royer, Jacob Rodri- 
ques, Jno. Remele, A. Reehard, Mrs. A. F. Richards, Richards & 
Marsh, Jean Raza, Joseph Robins, Peter St. Amant, C. C. Sampson, 
Bernard Saux, Wm. Sommen, Lewis Sengi, J. Segrest, B. Saloy, J. 
Scrementaro, FE. Hl. Singleton, Thos. Singleton, A. L. Tissot, Jos. 
Torregano, Mathilda Thean, Joachim Viosea, B. O. Vignaud, Thomas 
Wiltz, L. Ventrel, Jno. Wiltz, Mrs. Chas. Walshe, Anna Williams, 
Madeline Wiltz. 


Replications to Answers of Chas. Borie, Auguste Rancour, J. B. Chau- 
vin, and others, Defendants. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, June 5th, 1871. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. » No. 6OS5. 
P. F. AaNe ty et als. J 


The complainant, by her solicitors, Race, Foster, & E. T. Merrick, 
has this day filed her separate replications to the separate answers 
of the following defendants: Chas. Borie, Auguste Rancour, J. B. 
Chauvin, Paul Fourchy, A.G.C. DeMonsombert, and A. Dupaquier. 
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Replications to Answers of W. IH. McLean, B. Avegqno, Jos. Bazana, 
and others, Defendants. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, June Sth, 1871. 


Myra Clark GAINES 
vs. No. 3665. 
P. H. Monsseavux et als. 


The complainant, by her solicitors, Race, Foster, & E. T. Merrick, 
has this this day filed her seperate replications to the separate answers 
of the following defendants, viz: W. H. MeLean, B. Avegno, Jos. 
Bazanae, Louis Barnett, J. B. Patrick, Aug. Gautier, Aimee Gautier, 
Jo. & J. C. Davidson, V. J. Correjolles, P. Avegno, Jr., D. Cronan, 
Hope Insurance Co, 


Appearance of the Minor Heirs of Mrs... C. Jackson. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, July 3rd, 1871. 
: ° ? ‘ ’ 


Myra CLARK reese 
rs. No. GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. j | 


The Minor Heirs of Mrs. E. C. Jackson, defendants in this 
6478 suit, by their solicitors, R. H. & J’l Braidford, have this day 
entered their appearance to complainant’s bill of complaint. 


Discontinuance as to W. H. Johnson. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, July 5rd, 1871. 
United States Cireuit Court. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
VS. >No. GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY et als. 


On motion of Fellows & Mills, solicitors for the complainant 
herein, it is ordered that the decree pro confesso herein entered against 
W. H. Johnson, one of the defendants in said suit, on Monday, 
the 5th day of June, 1871, be now vacated and set aside, and that 
the said suit be discontinued against the said W. H. Johnson as to 
the following described property, viz: A portion of ground situated 
in the Faubourg St. John, in the square bounded by Esplanade, 
Broad, St. John, Oak, and Seventh streets, measuring 70 feet front 
on Broad street by 150 feet deep, the same being composed of lots 
Nos. twenty-six, twenty-five, and ten feet to be taken from lot No. 
twenty-four, on a sketch made by D’Hemecourt, d’y surveyor, on the 
6th February, 1862, a copy of which is annexed to an act of purchase 
of W. IL. Johnson from Pierre Coyle, by act passed before Andre 
Doriocourt, notary, in this city, on the 27th February, 1867, being a 
portion of the original square No. 9, on the plan of the Faubourg 
St. John by LB. Lafon, annexed to an act of deposite in the office of 
Pierre Pedesclaux, notary, dated June Yth, 1809, the title of said 
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property being based upon an act of sale by Daniel Clark to Richard 
Relf, before Pierre Pedesclaux, on the 29th July, 1809, and aequit- 
tance of the mortgage incident to said sale by act before the same 
notary, on the 8th March, 1810. 
July 3rd, 1871. 7 
(Signed) J.Q. A. FELLOWS, or 
FELLOW & MILLS, 


Solicitors of Complainant. 


Answer of Jean Porte, John Schwitzer, and Thomas Tau. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, August 7th, 1871. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
rs. -No. 6085. 
P. F. Aanetry et als. J 


The complainant is hereby notified that on the 17th day of July, 
1871, the defendants, Jean Porte, John Schwitzer, and Thomas Taux, 
by their solicitor, W. E. Murphy, have filed their separate answers 
to the said complainant’s bill of complaint. 


6479 Exceptions to Master's Supplemental Report. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Aug. 7th, 1871. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. . No. 2685. 
Crry or New Or:eans. J 


The complainant is hereby notified that on the 5rd_ inst. the de- 
fendant, the City of New Orleans, by its solicitors, Miles Taylor and 
James McConnell, has filed its exceptions to the master’s supple- 
mental report, filed May 12th, 1871, in this case. 


Dismissal 0 Suit as to Jean Batiste Bore Cron, Personallhi A as Adm ne 
9 Y 
istrator, and other Defendants. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, Aug. 7th, 1871. 


Myra Clark GAINES 
vs. . No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. | 


And now comes and appears the complainant herein, and consid- 
ering the answer of Jean Baptiste Borgeron, personally and in his 
‘apacity of administrater of Cloise Bergeron, and of administrator of 
J. B. Borgeron, and of J. Pierre Borgeron, and Widow Jean Baptiste 
Borgeron, and of William I. Hargroder, and of Jean Baptiste Kid- 
der, and also of Benjamin Kidder, and, lastly, of Jules Quebedeaux, 
against whose property and in person the bill of complaint is ex- 
hibited as against Joseph Mouton, instead said Quebedeaux, and es- 
pecially considering the act of sale marked Exhibit “ A,” annexed to 
their said answer, being the sale by Daniel Clark to Seth Lewis and 
William Turner, passed before Pierre Pedesclanx on 4th January, 
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1810, of the one undivided half of the land formeriy granted to 
Gabriel Fuselier de la Clair, as per plan of Surveyor General Chas. 
L. Trudeau, and purchased by the said Clark from Gaspard Debuys, 
by act before Narcisse Brouton, August 5rd, 1803, being deseribed 
in this last recited as a certain tract of land in the district of Atta- 
kapas, in the State of Louisiana, containing one league square, sit- 
uated seven leagues from the parochial church and fronting on the 
Bayou Teche, Cross bayou and Bayou, Fuselier, according to a plan 
made by Carlos ‘Trudeau on the 28 July, 1870, and of her own mo- 
tion consents to and moves to set aside the judgment pro confesso 
entered herein by her on the rule day on June, 1871, and that said 
answer be now filed. | 
6450 And on further consideration of said answer and the prem- 
ises, and the prayer therein contained, she consents to and 
moves that the bill of complaint as to the said parties hereinbefore 
named, and for the property hereinbefore described, be dismissed, 
and that the clerk makes the necessary order in the premises. 
(Original signed) J. Q. A. FELLOWS, 
: Solicitor for Complainant. 


Consent to set Aside Pro Confesso Decree against Edward Singleton and 
Thomas Singleton, and to bile their Disclaimers. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, August 7th, 1571. 


Myra CLARK GAINES | 
Us. -No. 6OS5. 
P. FF. AGNELLY ef als. j 


And now comes the complainant herein, and considering the dis- 
claimers of Edwin Singleton and Thomas Singleton to her exhibited, 
being defendants herein, she hereby consents and moves that the 
pro confesso herein entered on the rule day in June, 1871, against 
them be set aside, and that they be allowed to file said disclaimers, 
and that the bill as to them be dismissed. 

(Original signed) J. Q. A. FELLOWS, 
Solicitor for Complainant. 


Consent to Set Aside Decree Pro Confesso against A. L. Tissot and Miss 
Ilelen Chepley, and that the Bill as to them and Louis Duvigneaud be 
Dismissed, 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, Sept’r.4th, 1871. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als.. 


On motion of J. Q. A. Fellows, of Fellows & Mills, solicitors for 


complainant, and on suggesting that the following-named parties, to ~ 


wit, A. L. Tissot and Miss Helen Chepley, against whom pro confesso 
has been entered, Louis Duvigneaud, who appeared and plead, were 
made defendants herein, as possessing property adversely to com- 


Me. 
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plainant fronting on the Grand Route St. John, and it appearing 
that all the property thus fronting is not, as Was supposed, in Fau- 
bourg St. John, as per plan of B. Lafon, deposited in the notarial 
records of Pierre Pedesclaux 10 June, 1809, but in the Faubourg 
Pontchartrain and outside of the limits of any claim of complain- 
ant as set up in her bill of complaint, it is ordered that the pro con- 
fesso as entered herein against said Tissot and Chepley be set aside, 
and that this bill, as to them and the said Louis Duvigneaad, 
6481 be dismissed as filed inerror, which error the complainant now 
discovering, she hastens to enter this her discontinuance. 
(Signed) J. Q. A. FELLOWS, 


Solicitor for Complamaut. 


i Consent to Set Aside Decree Pro Counfesso as to Charles A. Carrier, Thomas 
_ Crippo, and Others, and that Bil as to them be Dismissed. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, September 4th, 1871. 
| United States Circuit Court. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Vs. » No. 6085. 
* /7p. F. AGNELLY eé als. 


On motion of J. Q. A. Fellows, of Fellows & Mills, solicitors for 

" complainant, and on suggesting that the following-named parties 

are made defendants herein as possessing property adversely to com- 

plainant, namely, Charles A. Carrier, Thomas Crippo, and Wm. H. 

Johnson, of lots in original square No. 9 of the Faubourg St. John, 

according to the plan of B. Lafon, deposited in the notarial records 

of Pierre Pedesclaux of 10 June, 1809; John W. Harrison, of lots 

in original square No. 34 on said plan and faubourg, and Isaac Ma- 

jardi and Jean Carembert of lots in square No. 33, plan and fau- 

: bourg as aforesaid, and Francis Coquet of lots in square No. 7, 

against all of whom judgments pro confesso have been entered, and 

that it has been discovered that said property, as owned and pos- 

| sesed by the parties above named, has been sold by Daniel Clark in 

his life time, it is ordered that the pro confesso to the extent of the 

property above set forth be set aside, and that the bill of complaint 

as to the parties above named, and to the property hereinbefore set 

forth, be dismissed as having been filed in error, which error the 

complainant now discovering, she hastens to enter this her discon- 
tinuance. 

(Signed) | J. Q. A. FELLOWS, 


Solicitor for Complainant. 
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Consent to Set Aside Decree against P. F. Agnelly, EF. L. Brunett, FP. I. 


Brinkman, and Others, and Bill as to Them be Dismissed. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, September 4th, 1871. 
United States Circuit Court. 

Myra CLARK GAINES ) 


DS. > No. GOSS. 
P. FF. AGNELLY et als. \ 


On motion of J. Q. A. Fellows, of Fellows & Mills, solicitors of 


the complainant, and on suggesting various parties, defendants in 
her bill of complaint filed herein, are found to be possessed as owners 
of certain portions of ground in what was knows as the How 


6482 and Martin tract on the Gentilly road, in the third district of 


this city, but whose property on investigation 1s found not 
to be the property in her claim as intended to be set up in her 
said bill, but against some whom, not knowing the loeality of their 
respective possessions, she has, on their failing to appear, entered 
judgmént of pro confesso, while others have appeared and plead, 
while others have not been served with subpoena, or, having been 
served, have not appeared and had no action taken against them, 
namely: P. I. Agnelly, for part of square 4576; E. L. E. Brunett, 
for part of square 1507; I. TH. Brinkman, for part of square 1570 
and sqr. 150 ; o nito Beroch, for part of sqr. 1254; Kusebe Bormy, 
for part of sqr. 1505; Elisa Bouette, for part of sqrs. 1504 & 1. 582 ; 
Chas. Beaumont, M. A. Brion, and W m. Richardson, for parts of 
sqr. 1504; Joseph Bruneau, for part of sqr. 1255; Jacob Bodinger, 
for sqr. 1782; Pierre Casenave, for sqr. 1371 and part of sqr. 1720 ; 
J. M. Crawford, for part of sqr. 1580; Fr: = Currier, for sqr. 1540; 
Charles Diantonnette, for part of sqr. 1254; 0. Debuys, for part of 
sqr. L958; Dr. A. Dupaquier, part of sqr. 1725; Aimee Gautier, for 
part of sqr. 1506; Jean Gazeau, for sqr. 1787; O. EF. Hall, for squares 
1934, 1936, 1937, 1958, 1959, 1961 ; ; J. Jacquet, for part of square 
1584; John Heavier, for sqr. 1727; Charles Lewis, for part. of 
Sqr. mn Irs. Lacroix, for sqr. 1722; Marcus Mullier, for part of 
Sqr. 1369; Jos. Madron, for part of sqr. i370: J. FP. M: avlish, for 
part of sqr. 1955; —r Asbringer, for part of sqr. 1369; Nobert 
Pascoe, for part of sqr. 1504 ; I ‘elix Pichon & J. B. Noel, for parts of 
sqr. 1504; FF. Pitkin, for Sqr. lo44; A. H. Portier, for part of sqr. 
1724; John N  Mounes, for part of sqr. 1576; Joseph IL. Rencharot, 
for part of sqr. 1254; est. of P. A. Rousseaux, for part of sqr. 1554 ; 
J. G. Robert, for sqr. "1720; Louis Rojers, for sqr. 1579; Felix Robin, 
for sqr. 1577 bg Sampson, for parts of sqrs. 1506, 1507, and 
sqr. 1542; Eliza Charloty, for part of sqr. 1369; John Smith, for 
part of sq. 1254 and 1 235 : 5. Saloy, for part of sqr. 1254; Gaston 
De Sere, for part of sqr. 1503; Robert Simpson and W. G. Sonnette, 
for parts of sqr. 1504; Bertrand Saux, for sqr. 1541; Thomas Saux, 

for sqr-. 1725 and 1785; John Schweitzer, for part of sqr. 
6483 1724; Peter St. Amand, for sqr. 1783; Win Sommers, for 

part of square 1938; Jachim Viosca, for part of sqr. 1235 
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P.S. Wiltz, for part of sqr. 1254 & sqr. 1780; Mrs. P. Weilmore, for 
part of sqr. 1580; W’d. Wilhelm, for sqr. 1935; John Wiltz, for part 
of sqr. 1516; Thomas Wiltz, for sqr.——; Henry Weidenbocker, 
for sqr. 1781; Elena Cassard, for part for part of sqr. 1545; T. B. 
Lee, for part of sqr. 1545, and George Faye, for part of lower sqr. 
1545; all of said sqrs. and parts of sqrs. being south of Marigny’s 
canal and Treasure : treet, and not property within the just claim of 
the complainant, the numbers being those which appear on the map 
and assessment rolls of the City of New Orleans. It is ordered that 
so far as judgments pro confesso have been entered against any of 
the parties-detendant hereinbefore named, the same be set aside so 
far as the same effect any of the squares or parts of squares herein- 
before named and situated south of Marigny’s canal and ‘Treasure 
street, and the bill of complaint as to the parties heretofore named, 
so far as the same shall effect or claim any of the squares or parts of 
squares as hereinbefore described by numbers, and the same shall 
be situated south of the Marigny’s canal and Treasure street, be dis- 
missed as filed in error; and the error being discovered, the com- 
plainant hastens to enter this her discontinuance. 
(Signed) J. QM A. FELLOWS, 


Solicitor for Complainant. 


Consent to Set Aside Decree Pro Confesso against Juan Alphonso, Joseph 
Assessedo, and Others, and that Bill as to Them and Others be Dis- 
missed, 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, September 4th, 187 


Myra CLark GAINES 
vs. . No. GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY et als. J 


On motion of J. Q. A. Fellows, of Fellows & Miils, solicitor for 
complainant herein, and suggesting that the following-named per- 
sons have been made partics-defendant herein and served with sub- 
pechas as possessors adversely to the rights of complainant of cer- 
tain property on the’ Bayou Boul, in the parish of Rapides, 
being portions of property purchased by William Miller and Alex- 
ander Fulton of the Choctaw, Bilexi, and Pascagoula Indians, 

on the 14 May, 1802, and afterward sold by them in part 
6484 to Daniel Clark, her father; Juan Alphonso, Joseph Assessedo, 

Gregono Assessedo, Manuel Ceisteen, Joseph Cuero, Heirs of 
KE. E. Jackson, and Joseph Robbins, against whom judgments pro 
confesso Was tuken Onl the rule-day in June, 1S7l, and John Burgess 
and wife, Mrs. V. A. Murphy and her husband, who have appeared 
and plead, and James I. Rutor and his wife, Rose M. Tamer, who 
have made neither pleading -or appearance, it is ordered the pro 
confesso thus entered be set aside as entered in error, and that the 
above-named parties be dismissed from this bill as to any portion of 
the above-mentioned property now possessed by them as never hay- 
ing been the property of Daniel Clark, or, if once owned by him, as 
having been sold by him previous to his death, and never having 
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been repurchased by him, or, if possessed and owned by him at the 
time of his death, as having been compromised by complainant in 
suit No. 1408 of the docket of this court, and all of which the com- 
plainant now discovers to the extent herein set forth, as claimed by 
defendants herein named to have been erroneously claimed by her 
of them. 

(Signed) J. Q. A. FELLOWS, 


Solicitor for Complainant. 


Replication to Answer of Wm. A. Elmore, Tutor, and Others. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, September 4th, 1871. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. > No. 4010. 
F. A. Brown et als. if . 
The complainant herein, by her solicitors, Race Foster & KE. T. 
Merrick and Fellows & Mills, have this day filed her replication to 
the answer of Wm. A. Elmore, tutor, and other defendants herein. 


Replication to Answer of Joseph Bonpast. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, September 4th, 1871. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
v8. » No. GO85. 
P. F. AGNELLY et als. 

The complainant herein, by her solicitor, J. Q. A. Fellows, has this 
day filed her replication to the answer of Joseph Bonpast, one of the 
defendants herein. 

Replication to Answer of J. B. Patrick. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, September 4th, 1871. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
Us. No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseavux et als. 
6485 The complainant herein, by her solicitor, J. Q. A. Fellows, 
has this day filed her replication to the answer of J. B. Patrick, 
one of the defendants herein. 
Dismissal of Bill of Complaint as to E. G. Douwvillier. 
{ntry in Chancery Order Book, September 4th, 1871. 
United States Circuit Court. No. 6085. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 


| vs. No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY e¢ als. 


On motion of J. Q. A. Fellows, of Fellows & Mills, solicitors of com- 
plainant, it is ordered that the bill of complaint filed herein be dis- 
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missed as to E. G. Douvillier, so far as any lots by him claimed are 
concerned, situated in square No. 25, being lots Nos. 1 to 5 in the 
square hounded by St. Ann, Dumaine, Lopez (or Third), Salcedo (or 
Van Buren) streets, the same being erroneously claimed by her as 
the property, at the time of his death, of the late Daniel Clark, and 
all pretentions to which she hereby renounces. 


Consent to Set Aside Decree Pro Confesso against Widow Alex. Lamy, 
and that Bill of Complaint be Dismissed. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, September 4th, 1571. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY et als. 


On motion of J. Q. A. Fellows, of Fellows & Mills, solicitors for 
complainant, it is ordered that the pro confesso herein entered against 
Widow Alex. Lamy be set aside, and that the bill as to her be dis- 
missed, so far as the same effects property possessed by her in sqr. 
No. 25 of the original plan of the Blane tract, being lots 5 to 10 in 
the square bounded by St. Ann, Dumaine, Lopez (or Third), and 
Salcedo or Van Buren streets, in the second district of this city, the 
[same] not being property which complainant has a right to claim 
as the heir of Daniel Clark, and all pretentions to which she now, 
and by these proceedings, abandons. 


Consent to Set Aside Decree of Pro Confesso against the Pontchartain 
Railroad Company and to File Answer. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, Dee. 4th, 1871. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 3663. 
P. H. Mownsseaux et als. 


6486 By consent of counsel for the complainant, the pro confesso 

entered in this case against the Pontchartrain Railroad Com- 
pany on the 5th day of June, 1871, is set aside, and the said Pont- 
chartrain Railroad Company allowed to file its answer. 


Answer of the Pontchartrain Railroad Company. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Dee. 4th, 1871. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
Us. No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux ef als. | 


The Pontchartrain Railroad Company, one of the defendants 
herein, by its solicitors, Lea, Finney & Miller, filed its answer to the 
complainant’s bill of complaint. 
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Notice to Complainant of Motion for Injunctions to Stay all Further 
Proceedings in Following Cases. 

Entry in Chancery Order Book, Dee. 4th, 1871. 

Myra Charnk GAINES ) 
US. No. 2754. 
M. J. pe LizArpi ef a 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Us. > No. 38665. 
P. H. Monsseavx et als. J 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Us. > No. 
P. F. AGNetry ef als. J 


GOSS. 


aoa 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs, 
D. CRONAN et als. 


No. 4006. 
Myra CLARK GAINES \ 
N 


iO. 405 l . 


Us. 


LESSEPs et als. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ; 
vs. No. 4031. 
LovQueE et als. 


Notice is given to the complainant in the above causes that a mo- 
tion for injunctions to stay all further proceedings therein has been 
made in the circuit court of the United States this day, on the 
ground that a decree has been rendered in the second district court 
for the parish of Orleans, in suit No. 32979, revoking the probate of 
the will set up by the complainant in her bill filed in said causes, in 
accordance with the terms of the opinion and deeree rendered in the 
circuit court on the 15th June, 1871, in the case entitled Jos. Fuen- 
tes et als. vs. Myra Clark Gaines, and that the motion will be heard 
on Wednesday, the 6th December, 1871, at eleven o’clock a. m. 

(Signed) MILES TAYLOR anp J. MeCONNELL, 
Solicitors for Def’ts in Said Causes. 


Discontinuance of Suit Against Louis IT. Moore & Jos. M. Moore. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Dee. 4th, 1871. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
VS. . No. 6085. 

P. F. AGNELLY ef als. :' 

6487 On motion of J. Q. A. Fellows, solicitor for complainant, 
it is ordered that this suit be discontinued against Louis H. 

Moore and Joseph M. Moore, defendants herein. 
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Answer of E. Palmyra White, Wife of II D. Hopkins, D. Prieur White, 
George White, and Others. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Jan’y 15th, 1872. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. > No. 3663. 
P. HI. Monsseaux et als. } 


The defendants, E. Palmyra White, the wife of II. D. Hopkins, D. 
Prieur White, George White, and others, have this day filed their 
joint answers to complainant’s bill. 


Consent to Set Aside Decree Pro Confesso, agammst E. Palmyra White, Wife 
of Il. D. Hopkins, D. Prieur White, and others, and that Bill of 
Complaint as to them be Dismissed. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, Jan’y oth, 1872. 


Myra CLArRK-GAINES 
Us. No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux ef als. 


And now appears complainant and says that she included wrong 
the defendants in her bill of complaint filed herein, E. Palmyra 
White, wife of H. D. Hopkins, D. Prieur White, George W. White, Al- 
thee White, Octavia White, and Georgina White, wife of Paull Au- 
grain, Paeliene Fisher, Emma White, wife of Stoddard Howell, as 
claiming and in possession of a lot of ground situated in the 2nd 
district of this city, in the square bounded by Royal, Chartres, St. 
Peter, and Toulouse streets, measuring, French measure, 30 feet 
front on Royal street by 120 feet in depth, being the property ae- 
quired and held by them through Rena Lemonnier by donation, 
who purchased from Widow de Boisblane by act before F. de Armas, 
13th February, 1828, who purchased from James Pitot,and another 
by act before Mare Lafitte on the 20th of March, 1815, and that she 
included said parties as defendants in error in her said bill, and 
now, rectifving said error, she hereby sets aside the the pro confesso 
heretofore entered against said defendants, dismisses her bill as 
against them as claiming said property as above deseribed, and au- 
thorizes the clerk to enter this dismissal of record. 

(Signed) J.Q. A. FELLOWS, 


Solicitor of Complainant. 
6488 Bills Taken pro confesso for Want of Answer. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Jan’y 15th, 1872. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux ef als. 
On motion of J. Q. A. Fellows, solicitor for complainant, and on 


showing that the following-named defendants herein have failed to 
. make answer to the bill of complaint within the extended time al- 
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lowed them at their request and by order of court, or to ask for or 


obtain any further extension of time within which to 


make further plea, to wit: 
b. Abadie 


Bormond, Jos. 
Demoruelle, VY. 
Isnard, M. 
Gubernator, L. 5. 
Griswold, A. B. 
Levasseur, Gabriel 
Lefebre, lL. T. D. 
Meilleur, M., Jr. 
Morel, ©. 
Minveville, Pierre 
Reinecke, Geo. O. 
Sauvage, Jean 


Widow and heirsof Paul Pesquier 


Louis Mestier 

J. A. Blane 
Bischof, Geo. 

City of New Orleans 
Delord, 8. and wife 
Fuentes, Joseph 
Guyot, Theo. 
Jacobs, F. M. 
Lacroix, Thos. 
Larquie, H’y 
Mouney, Irs 


answer or 


Magner, Mrs. 8. 
Roussoulot, Raymond 
De St. Romes, Wid. J. C. 
Thompson, I. 

Minor, Kenner 

M. A. Levasseur 

Jos. Keating 

P. Wecker 

Bermudez, Jules 
Doherty, Owen 
Despoux, l. 

Foy, Florville 
Guillotte, J. 

Lapene, Jules 
Lavergne, Jules 
Macarty, D. Bb. 

Morel, Mrs. 8S. & husband 
Monsseaux, P. H. 
Rillieux, M. 

Soulie, Albin: 
Vredenberg, W. F. 
Lorenzo, Michel 
Widow R. Massena 
Mrs. Vance, 
Alaphonse, Drez. 


It is ordered that the allegations of said complainant’s bill be 
taken pro confesso as to each of the above-named defendants. 


Bills Taken pro confesso for Want of Answer. 


Entry in Chancery Order, Book, 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 


vs. 


Sy 


AGNELLY 


Jan’y 1oth, 1872. 


, No. (5( ISD. 


at als. j 


On motion of J. Q. A. Fellows, solicitor for complainant, and on 


showing that the following-named defendants have failed to make 
answer to the bill of complainant within the extended time allowed 
them at their request and by order of the court, or to ask for or ob- 
tain any further extension of time within which to answer or make 
further plea, to wit: City of New Orleans, . m. Chambers, 
Robertson, Thomas, Jos. Keating, Ebberting, Geo. B., execu- 
tors of Josiah Cole, P. Brunet, E. A. Minturn, alias Dauphin 
M. Meilleur, M. Elliot, Mrs. J. V. Gottsch: uk, Jean Ollie, Rudolphe 
Rousseaux, V. de St. Romes, J. B. Slawson, P. 8. Wiltz, Wid. J. C. 
de St. Romes, Dusnan de la C roix, it is ordered that the allegations 
of said bill of complaint be and the ‘vy are hereby taken pro confesso 
as to each of the above-named defendants. 
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Consent to Set Aside Decree pro confesso against Auguste Rancour, and 
Bill as to Tim be Discontinued. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, Jan. 15th, 1872. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
VS. No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY e€ als. 


The complainant herein having discovered that Auguste Rancour, 
made defendant herein, was so made in error as to lots 1, 2, 3, & 4, 
in square 51, or 430 St. Ann street, the pro confesso herein entered is 
set aside, and the elaim as to said Auguste Rancour’s interest therein 
discontinued. 

Answer of P. S. Wiltz. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, April Ist, 1872. 


Myra Clark GAINES ) 
US. > No. HOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. 


P.S. Wiltz, one of the defendants herein, by his solicitors, Miles 
Taylor.and Jas. McConnell, has, this day filed his answer to com- 
plainant’s bill. | 


Answer of N. Rillieux, Jos. Fuentes, J. L. Gubernator, and others, de- 
b ‘ ? 
fendants. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, April 1st, 1872. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 36638. 
P. H. Mowsseacx et als. 


The defendants, N. Rillieux, Jos. Fuentes, J. L. Gubernator, Louis 
I. Nee, Christoval Morel, Raymond Rousselot, Arthur B. Griswold, 
and Mrs. Septima Morel and her husband, Octave Morel, by their 
solicitors, Miles Taylor and James McConnell, have filed their sep- 
arate answers to complainant’s bill. 


Motion to Extend the Time for Filing Answers of Certain Defendants in 
the following Cases to the 1st Monday of May next. 


6490 Entry in Chancery Order Book, April Ist, 1872. 
Myra CharkK GAINES ) 
vs. >No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux ef ale. } 
SAME ) 
Us. » No. GOSS. 
P. IK’, AGNELLY ct als. 
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SAME 
vs. 
D. Cronan et als. 


No. 4006. 


SAME ) 
US, ya No. 2734. 
M. J. pe Lizaropi et als. j 


SAME 
vs. 
Cn’s Lesseps et als. 


SAME 
vs. . No. 4031.. 
N. LovaueE et als. j 


On motion of M. Taylor and J. McConnell, of counsel for sundry 
defendants in the above entitled and numbered causes, as appears of 
record, and on suggesting that they have used due diligence to com- 
ply with the order of this honorable court, directing the answers of 
defendants represented by them therein to be filed on the first Mon- 
day in April inst.; that they have prepared and filed with the clerk 
of this court the answers of nine of said defendants; that the num- 
ber of defendants represented by them for whom answers are to be 
prepared exceed one hundred in number, most of whom reside in 
the outskirts of this city and speak the French language; that in 
each instance in preparing the answers it is necessary to examine 
the titles and chain of titles, which are also generally in the French 
language; that in order to comply with the order of this hon. court 
above referred to these movers have employed the services of a gen- 
tleman conversant with the French language, also a member of the 
bar; that they have labored assiduously to comply with the order of 
court referred to, but have been unable to do so as to all the defend- 
ants, for want of time. | 

It is ordered by the court that the time for filing answers as to 
the defendants represented by Messrs. Taylor & McConnell in the 
above-numbered cases be extended to the first Monday in May next. 

It is ordered by the court that notice of this application for fur- 
ther time be given to complainant, and that it be heard on Satur- 
day, April 6th, 1872, at 11 a. m. 

(Signed) W. B. WOODS, Judge. 


Answer of Mrs. Kenner, Widow of Minor Nenner, Adm’r’x, &e. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, April 20th, 1872. 
Myra Clark GAINES 
v8. No. 35665. 
P. H. Monsseavx et als. J 


Mrs. Kenner, widow of Minor Kenner, adm’n’r’x, &e., has 
6491 this day, by her solicitér, Miles Taylor, filed her answer to 
complainant’s bill. | 
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Replication to Answer of W. A. Elmore for Himself and as Tutor. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 6th, 1872. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
Us, No. 4010. 
F. A. Brown ef als. 


The complainant has this day filed her replication to the answer 
of W. A. Elmore, for himself and as tutor, Ke. 
Exceptions te. Anwers of Louis E. Nee, Raymond Rousselot, and Other 
Defendants. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 6th, 1872. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
Us. > No. 3665. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. 

The complainant, by her solicitors, Race Foster and FE. 'T. Merrick 
and Fellows & Mills, has this day filed her separate exceptions to 
the separate insufficient answers of the following-named defendants: 
Louis E. Nee, Raymond Rousselot, N. Rillieux, Joseph Fuentes, 
Christoval Morel: J. L. Gubernator, Septime Morel and her hus- 
band, Octave Morel; A. B. Griswold, Hope Insurance Company, J. 
B. Patrick, and Eliza Kenner personally and as tutrix. 


Exceptions to Answers of Aug. Rancour, A. G. C. de Monsabert, Jean 
Porte, and Other Defendants. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 6th, 1872. 


Myra CLark Gama} 
vs. > No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY et als. 

The complainant, by her solicitors, Race Foster & E. T. Merrick 
and Fellows & Mills, has this day filed her separate exceptions to 
the seperate insufficient answers of the following-named defendants: 
Aug. Rancour, A. G. C. de Monsabert, Jean Porte, Louis E. Nee, and 
P.S. Wiltz. 


Suggestion, &e., to Make Heirs or Legal Representatives or Assigns of 
Certain Defendants Parties to the Suits, &e. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 6th, 1872. 


Myra Clark GAINES ) 


V8. > No. 3663. 
P. H. Monssravx et als. j 
SAME ) 

rs. » No. 4006. 


D. CRONAN ef als. 


seer hints stesso Nea 
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6492 Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. 
SAME 
vs. 
M. J. Lizarpt ef als. 


No. 2754. 


— — —, 


SAME ) 

v's, » No. 4081. 
N. Lovquet et als. j 
SAME ) 

vs. > No. 4051. 


Cuas. Lessers et a/s. j 


Miles Taylor & J. McConnell, solicitors, now come and suggest to 
the court that they are informed and believe that the following- 
named parties, defendants in the above-entitled causes, are dead, to 
wit: D. B. McCarty, Josephine Hoa, David Stickney, Keating, Mrs. 
Keating, P. Pesquier, Desuan de la Croix, and J. A. Blane, and that 
Frances Mouny, another of said defendants, has become a bankrupt, 
and that it is necessary, before further proceedings be taken as to 
‘ach of said above-named defendants, that their heirs or legal repre- 
sentatives or assigns be made parties, and the suits revived as against 
them. 


Motion to Further Extend the Time for Filing Answers of Certain De- 
fendants in the Following Causes, to wit: 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 6th, 1872. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
VS. . No. 36638. 
P. H. Monsseavux ef als. 


SAME 
U's. 


\ No. 4006. 
D. CRONAN cf als. | 


SAME 
vs. . No. GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY et als. 
SAME \ 
v8. 
N. Lovavusr et als. j 
SAME | 


VS, Y i. 
‘ , oa Q), ™ O51. 
DoussAN DE LA CROIX, ' 


Cus. LEsSEPs ef als. 


SAME | ) 
vs. » No. 2734. 
M. J. pe Lizarpt et als. j 


On motion of Miles Taylor and J. McConnell, solicitors for various 
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defendants in the above entitled and numbered causes, as appears of 
record therein for an extension of time for the filing of answers for 
the defendants so represented by them, as appears of record, and for 
whom answers have not been filed, and on suggesting to the court 
that during the past month they have been greatly occupied with 
other pressing business; that they have personally prepared and 
filed as many answers in the said causes as they have been able to 
do under the circumstances in which they have been placed; that 
they believe that they will be able to prepare and file the remaining 

answers in the course of the present month of May; that they 
6493 are willing to, and now stipulate that the remaining answers 

when filed shall be filed as of the 6th of May, 1872, so that 
the complainant shall be in no way delayed in the further progress 
of them causes; that this application is not made for purposes of 
delay, but that justice may be done, and the complainant is hereby 
notified of the application for further time, say, until the rule day 
in June, 1872, to prepare and file the answers of the defendants in 
the above entitled and numbered causes, represented by the said 
Miles Taylor and J. McConnell, as solicitors of record, who have not 
answered, and that this application is now set down to be heard at 
the earliest day that the same can be heard by the said circuit court. 


Adswers of N. Rillieux, M. A. Levasseur, FP. G. Levasseur, and other De- 
, fendants. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 6th, 1872. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 3668. 
P. H. Monsseavcx ef als. 


The defendants, N. Rillieux, Mrs. M. A. Levasseur, I. G. Levasseur, 
Jacob Neuhauser, Francois Lacroix, Geo. Bishoff, Geo. O. Reineke, 
Albin Rochereau, Albin Soulie, and Florville Foy, have, by their 
solicitors, Miles Taylor and James McConnell, filed their separate 
answers to complainant’s bill. 


Answer of Geo. B. Ebbeling. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 6th, 1872. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY et als. 
yeo. B. Ebbeling, one of the defendants herein, by his solicitors, 
James McConnell and Miles Taylor, has this day filed his answer to 
the complainant’s bill. 
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Teplication to the Answer of Paul Fourchy. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 6th, ’72. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 6085. 

P. F. AGNELLY ef als. 

The complainant, by her solicitors, Race, Foster & KE. T. Merrick, 

and Fellows & Mills, has this day filed her replication to the answer 
of Paul Fourchy, one of the defendants. 


6494 Exceptions to Answers of A. Rochereau, A. Soulie, and other De- 
fendants. ' 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 7th, 1872. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Us. » No. 3663. 
P. H. Mowsszaux et als. f 
Tke complainant, by her solicitors, Race, Foster & E. T. Merrick 
and Fellows & Mills, has this day filed her separate exceptions to 
the separate insufficient answers of the following-named defend- 
ants: A. Rochereau, A. Soulie, Ff. Gabriel Levasseur, Geo. Bishoff, 
Mrs. A. Lanusse, Geo. O. Reinecke, and Francois Lacroix and Flor- 
ville Foy. 
Exceptions to Answer of Geo. B. Ebberling. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 7th, 1872. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. 
The complainant, by her solicitors, Race, Foster & E. T. Merrick 
and Fellows & Mills, has this day filed her exceptions to the insuf- 
ficient answer of Geo. B. Ebberling, defendant herein. 


Report of the Master in Chancery. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 17th, 1872. [beatre.] 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) : 
vs. > No. 3668. 
P. H. Monsseavux et als. f 


The defendants, hereinafter named, are hereby-notified that John 
B. Weller, master in chancery, to whom this cause was referred by 
an order of this honorable court of the 28th day of March, 1872, to 
determine the boundaries of the portions of the property described 
in the deeree and order of 28th day of March, 1872, held by certain 
defendants, has this day filed 10 several reports as to the defendants, 
viz.: Wm. Moran, Joseph Dangel, J. B. Jacquet, John Hoey, Widow 
Pierre Cap, Stanislas Webber, Joseph Baudue, J. A. Blacksmith, J. 
©. Pelhofer, Jules Baudue. 
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Replication to Answers of Certain Defendants, as of Date May 6th, 1872, 
by Leave of Court. 

Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 18th, 1872. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 


vs. . No. 6OS85. 
P. I, AGNELLY et als. j 
SAME ) 
vs. . No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. J 
SAME ) 
rs. . No. 2734. 


M. J. pe LizaArpti et als. j 


6495 Replications to the separate answers of certain defendants 
in these cases have been filed as of date of May 6th, 1872, by 
leave of court. 


Report of the Master in Chancery. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 28th, 1872. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux cf als. 


The defendants, hereinafter named, are hereby notified that John 
B. Weller, master in in chancery, to whom this cause was referred 
by an order of this hon. court of the 28th day of March, 1872, to 
determine the boundaries of the portions of the property deseribed 
in the deeree and order of 28th Mareh, 1872, held by certain de- 
fendants, has this day filed 2 several reports as to the defendants, 
viz.: Mrs. E. Walton, Henry Spitzfedden. 


Report of the Master in Chancery. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 20th, 1872. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. » No. GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef ols. j 


The defendants, hereinafter named, are hereby notified that John 
B. Weller, master in chancery, to whom this cause was referred by 
an order of this hon. court of the 28th March, 1872, to determine 
the boundaries of the portions of property described in the decree 
and order of 28th Mareh, 1872, and held by certain defendants, has 
this day filed 9 several reports as to the defendants, viz.: Louis Jas- 
sem (Jessum), Jacob Rodriquez, (Rodsung), Victor Perrilliat, Albert 
Richard, Mrs. Jaeques Muller, Joseph Prosper, Joseph Labat (John 
Labuste), Robert C. Cleburne, Aristide Carlon. 
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Report of the Master in Chancery. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 20th, 1872. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
v8. > No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY et als. 


The defendints, hereinafter named, are hereby notified that John 


B. Weller, master in chancery, to whom this cause was referred by 


an order of this hon. court of March 28th, 1872, has on the 17th 
instant filed three several reports determining the metes and 
6496 bounds of the portions of the property described in the said 


order of March, 1872, and held by the following defendants, 


viz.: James Beers, Pierre Bordes, and Widow R. Brugier. 
Report of the Master in Chancery. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 20th, 1872. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY ect als. 


The defendants hereinafter named are hereby notified that John 
B. Weller, master in chancery, to whom this cause was referred by 
an order of this hon. court of March 28th, 1872, has this day filed 
six several reports determining the metes and bounds of the por- 
tions of the property described in the said order of March 28th, 1872, 
and held by the following defendants, viz: Jean Frederick, Auguste 
Foucher, Prosper Howard, J.C. Gabaroche, Lucien Fonciere, and 


Wid. Jas. Gallagher. 
Report of the Master in Chancery. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 24th, 1872. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. No. 5663. 
P. H. Monsseaux ef als. | 


The defendants hereinafter named are hereby notified that John 
B. Weller, master in chancery, to whom this cause was referred by 
an order of this hon. court of March 28th, 1872, has this day filed 
8 several reports determining the metes and bounds of the portions 
of the property deseribed in the said order of March 28th, 1872, and 
held by the following defendants, viz: Joseph Dubuc, ( ‘anal Caron- 
delet and Navigation Company, John Miller, Henry Grammont, J. 


Dupape with P. Avegno, Antoine Surratt, C.W. Hopkins, and Louis 
Binnoche. ° 
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Report of the Master in Chancery. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 24th, 1872. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. S065. 
P. F. AGNELLY eft als. 


The defendants hereinafter named are hereby notified that John 
B. Weller, master in chancery, to whom this cause was referred 
by an order of this hon. court of March 28th, 1872, has this 
6497 day filed 8 several reports determining the metes and bounds 
of the portions of the property described in the said order of 
March 28th, 1872, and held by the following defendants, viz: J. M. 
Crawford, Eulalie Laftiteau, Louis Hartstuntien, Adolphe Meunier, 
minor, Marie Muenier, and D. Pony, Jean Bazac, Pierre Bordes, 
and Joseph Sittier. 


Supplemental Answer of Paul Fourchy. 
{ntry in Chancery Order Book, May 27th, 1872. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Vs. » No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY ‘ef als. 
The complainant is hereby notified that Paul Fourchy, one of the 
e ? 


defendants in this cause, has, by leave of court, this day filed his 
supplemental answer to complainant’s bill of complaint. 


Plea and Exception of Widow R. Massana and Thos. Robertson. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 30th, 1872. 
Myra Clark GAINES 
vs. No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseavx et als. 
The defendants, Widow R. Massana and Thomas Robertson, by 


their solicitors, James McConnell and Miles Taylor, have this day 
filed their separate plea and exception to the complainant’s bill. 


Exception of the Est. and Heirs of D. B. MeCarty and E. & IL. 
Dauphine, Defendants. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 30th, 1872. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Us. ~No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY e¢ als. 
The Est. and Heirs of D. B. Macarty and E. & H. Dauphine, de- 
fendants herein, have this day filed their separate exception to the 
complainant’s bill. 
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Answer of Micheal Boree. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 50th, 1872 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. >» No. GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. 
Michael Boree, defendant herein, has this day filed his disclaimer 
to complainant’s bill. 
Answer of the City of New Orleans, Martin Soye, Jules Lavergne, and 
others Defendants, as of date May 16th, 1872, with leave of court. 
6498 Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 50th, 1872 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. >» No. 3663 
P. H. Monsseacx et als. J 


The defendants, The City of New Orleans, Martin Soye, Jules 


Lavergne, Felix A. Ducros, Est. of Dr. James Dupas, the Heirs of 


Owen “Dougherty, the Heirs of Paul P esquier, W. 1. Saliba, adm’r 
of the Est. of Jos. Saliba; Marie P. Gravier,sole heir of Joseph Hoa, 
and A. L. Maearty, L. L. Macarty, Amelia L. Macarty, C. H. Macarty, 
Widow and Heirs of D. B. Macarty, have this day, through their 


solicitors, James McConnell and Miles Taylor, filed, with leave of 


court, their separate answer as of date May 6th, 1872, to the com- 
plainant’s bill. 


Answer of P. O. Pei cyrou for Jules Cassard, Francis Mouny, and other 
Defendants as of date May 6th, 1872, with leave of Court. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 30th, 1872. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Us. > No. 5665. 
P. H. Monsseavx et als. 

The defendants, Mrs. P. O. Peyroux, for Jules Cassard: Francis 
Mouny, a bankrupt by the vendee of his assignee, Mrs. J. V. Gour- 
dain; Est. of Jean Buzax, P. Avril, Michael Lorenz, Louis Mestier, 
Jose Sabates, Felix M. Jae obs, P. Avegno, and Michael Meilleur have 
this day, by their solicitors, Jas. McConnell and Miles Taylor, filed, 
with leave of court, their separate answer as of date May, 6th, 1872, 
to the complainant’s bill. 


Answer of Widow E. Blane, P. & J. AM. Brune, Firmin Levasseur, and 
others, as of date May Gth, 1872, with leave e Court. 


entry in Chancery Order Book, May 30th, 1872. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. . No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY et als. J 


The defendants, Widow E. Blanc, P. & J. M. Brunet, Firmin 
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Levasseur, George W. Hynson, and W. Chambers, ex’rs of Josiah 
Cole: Jean Ollie, N. Dabon, Bd. d. Lamoine, Joachim Viosea, Went- 
ze| Zimmerman, and Manuel Elhott have this day by their 
6499 solicitors, James McConnell and Miles Taylor, filed, with leave 
of court, their separate answers as of date May 6th, 1872, to 
the complainant’s bill. 


Replication to Answers of Certain Defendants as of Date May bth, 1872, 
with Leave of Court. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, June 3rd, 1872. 


Myra CLARK GAINES | 
US. . No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. 


The complainant, by her solicitors, has this day filed, with leave 
of court, asof May 6th, 1872, her replication to the separate answers 
of the defendants, viz: 

The Heirs and Representatives of the Estate of D. B. Macarty, 

. ” ” . . Josephine Hoa, 


rT Ts rT “ - Joseph Saliba, 
rT rT; rT rT “ Paul Pesquier, 
‘6 “é sé . “ 


! Owen Doherty, 
Jose Sabatis, F. M. Jacobs, Mrs. P. O. Peyroux, for Jules Cassard ; 
P. Avril; F. -A. Dueros, The City of New Orleans, J. Lavergne, M. 
Sovye, M. Lorenz, Louis Mestier, P. Avegno, Michel Meilleur, Widow 
J. Bazac, Frs. Mouney, by Mrs. J. B. Gourdain, and the heirs of Dr. 
James Dupas. 


Replication to Answer to Pierre Sherry as of Date May Gth, 1872, with 
Leave of Court. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, June 3rd, 1872. 


Myra CLARK GAINES | 
vs. » No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseavux ef als. j 


The-complainant, by her solicitors, has this day filed, with leave 
of court, as of May 6th, 1872, her replication to the answer of Pierre 


Sherry. 


Replication to Answers of Certain Defendants as of Date May 6th, 1872, 
with Leave of Court. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, June 5rd, 1872. 
Myra CLark GAINES ) 


US. » No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY et als. j 


The complainant, by her solicitors, has this day filed, with leave 
of court, as of May 6th, 1872, her replication to the separate answers 
of the .defendants, viz: M. Elliott, W. Zimmerman, Jean Ollie, 


d0UG 


1 
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Geo. W. Hynson, and Wm. Chambers, Ex’rs of Josiah Cole ; 
6500 KF. Levasseur, P. & J. M. Burnet, Wid. E. Blane, J. Viosea, 
M. Dabon, and J. J. Lemoine. 


Decree Pro Confesso against Mrs. J. W. Gottschalk Set Aside and Bill as 
to her Dismissed. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, June 3rd, 1872. 


Myra CLARK GAINES \ 
rs. No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. 


Whereas Mrs. J. V. Gottschalk, served with subpoena in chancery 
herein as owner of certain lots of ground in the square bounded by 
Broad, Dorgenois, Ursulines, and “Hospital streets, on consideration 
all claim is abandoned, the lots standing in the name of the said 
Mrs. Gottschalk in said square, and the pro confesso entered against 
her in said in said suit is offered, and the bill of complaint as to her 
is hereby dismissed. 

(Signed) J. Q. A. FELLOWS, 


Solicitor for Complainant. 


Bill of Complaint as to Henry Peychaud Discontinued. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, June 3rd, 1872. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
rs. » No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY e als. 


Whereas Henry Peychaud did on June 17th, 1871, file a disclaimer 
of ownership of any property claimed by complainant in her bill of 
complaint filed herein, the said biil of complaint as to said Henry 
Peychaud is hereby discontinued. 
(Signed) J. Q. A. FELLOWS, 


Solicitor for Complainant. 


A mend ment of Report of Master in Chancery and Rill tia te J M iia 
ford Dismissed. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, June 3rd, 1872. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
~ No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. 


Whereas the bill of complaint as to J. M. Crawford was dismissed 
at September rules, 1871, and by error an order was made referring 
the inatter to a master in chancery, who has reported certain. prop- 
erty as belonging to said defend: ant, situated in square bounded by 
Broad, Dorget nois, Hospital, and Barracks streets, in the 2nd district 
of New Orle ans, consent is hereby given that said report be amended 
as to said property, and a claim thereto dismissed. 


~—e oom ee! 
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6501 Consent to Cancell and Annull Report of Master in Chancery as 
to Dr. J. Dupas. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, June 5th, 1872. 
* ? 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. . No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseavux e als. 


Whereas it has come to the knowledge of the complainant that 
Dr. J. Dupas, one of the defendants herein as joint owner with P. 
Avegno of property claimed herein, departed this life some time 
since, and that the reference made to the master in chancery and his 
report thereon was made in error,and that his heirs has filed answer 
herein, consent is hereby given that said master’s report be cancelled 
and annulled, as having been made in error. 

(Signed) J. Q. A. FELLOWS, 


Solicitor for Complainant. 


Consent to Set Aside Report of Master in Chancery as to Jean Bazax and 
A. Rochereau, Agt. of Jos. Littiere. 


{ntry in Chancery Order Book, June 5th, 1872. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. >» No. GOSS. 
P. F. AGNetry et als. J 


Whereas it having come to the knowledge of the complainant that 
Jean Bazax departed this life some two years since, and no bill of 
revivor has been filed as to his heirs and representatives, and an 
answer having been filed by consent of the complainant’s counsel for 
the heirs of said Bazax; and whereas A. Rochereau, as agent of 
Joseph Littiere, was served with subpcena for him, and has answered 
in suit No. 3663, in the case of Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. H. Mons- 
seaux et als., of the docket of this court, consent is hereby given that 
the report of the master in chancery as to these two defendants be 
set aside and annulled as as having been applied for and made in er- 
ror. 

(Signed) J. Q. A. FELLOWS, 


Solicitor for Complainant. 
Amended Answers of Aime Gautier and Louis Barnett. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Aug. 6th, 1872. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 


Vs, ya No. o> y bo. 
P. H. Monsseacx et als. J 


As per stipulation of date Aug. 3rd, 1872, before J. W. Gurley, U, 
S. commissioner, the defendants, Aime Gautier and Louis Barnett, 
have, on the 3rd instant, filed their separate amended answers to com- 
plainant’s bill. ; 

* 
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6502 Discontinuance of suit against Henry Armant. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Nov. 11th, 1872. 
U.S. Cireuit Court. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs, No. 3663. 


P. H. Monsseaux ef als. { 


The plaintiff herein appears and discontinues her suit, renounc- 
ing all claim against Henry Armant as to the following property 
claimed by her in this suit, to wit: 

Ist. The square bounded by Abundance, Annette, and St. Bernard 
streets, and the Marigny canal. 

2nd. The half of the square next to St. Roman street in the square 
bounded by that street and New Orleans, Treasure, and Abundance 
streets. 

And 3rd. The square bounded by Treasure, Benefit, St. Bernard, 
and Annette streets. 

And the clerk is hereby authorized to enter this discontinuance 
and disclaimer on the chancery order book of the court. 


(Signed) MYRA CLARK GAINES. 
(Signed) FELLOWS «& MILLS, Solicitors. 


Filing of Evidence on part of Defendants taken before J. W. Gurley, 
Commissioner. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Dee. 7th, 1872. 
Myra CLARK GAINES | 


Us. 


T *) *) 
No. QUVY. 


P. H. Monsseacx ef als. } 
SAME ) 
Vs, ) (jf ISD. 
P. F. AGNELLEY et .als. { 
SAME ) 
- Qo 
us a “ ‘ er. 


M. J. pe Lizarpt et als. 


SAME } 
vs. » 4006. 
D. CRonaAN ef als. 
SAME i 


vs. 


403 
N. Lovauk et als. ( 


Parties in interest are hereby notified that the evidence on part 
of defendants taken before J. W. Gurley, comm’r, have this day 
been received and filed. 
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filing of Evidence on part of Complainant taken before C.S. Rice, Com’r. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Jan’y 15th, 1873. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 


v8. - No. 2734. 
M. J. pe Lizarpi ef als, 


SAME 
Us. 


P. H. Monsseacux ef als. 


eyeegeey 
e pty do). 


SAME 
Us. 
D. Cronan ef als. 


- 4006. 


SAME 
Us. » Af Ms . 
N. Lovavue e als. 


ore ee 


SAME 
vs. . GOSS, 
P.. F. AGNELLY et als. 


SAME 
v8. fi’ | IDS. 
L. F. Compton et als. 


ee ee 


SAME 

v8. » 50909, 

A. HANNAN et als. 
SAME 

vs. ( 1010. 


KF. A. Brown ef als. 


comm — ga 


6503 Parties in interest are hereby notified that the evidence on 
part of complainant taken before Chas. 8. Rice, commissioner, 
have this day been received and filed. 


Motion to Suppress Testimony, &e., by Plaintiff. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Feb. 11th, 1873. 


Myra CLARK GAINES” 


omwpre 

Us. Pa HO ded. 
P. H. Monsseavx et als. | 
SAME ) 

VS. . 273A. 


M. J. pe Lizarpt et als. J 


SAME 
vs. 4006. 
D. Cronan ct als. 
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SAME ) 
Ve. » 405 
N. LovqQue. 
SAME \ 
~ 6085. 


vs. 
P. F. AGNELLY. j 
In these cases the plaintiff, by her solicitors, has filed a motion to 
suppress testimony, Xe. 
Motion to Suppress by Defendants. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Feb. 15th, 1873. 


~ 3665. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 


Us. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. j 
SAME ) 
. VS. 2734. 
7 M. J. pe Lizaropi et als. ( 


SAME ) 
Us, f 4 }. 
D. CRONAN ef als. 
SAME ) 
US, 


N. Loveve etals. J 
SAME ) 


VS. 


6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef re | 


In these cases defendants, by their solicitors, have filed a motion 
to suppress. 


Setting Day to Hear Motion to Suppress Testimony. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, March 5th, 1873. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 1 

vs. No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseavux et als. j 


SAME 
VS, 
M. J. pe Lizarpi et als. 


2754. 


SAME 
. 


D. CRONAN ef als. 
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SAME 
vs. 


N. Logue ef als. 


' 
) 
SAME ) 
vs. ~ GOSS. 
P. AGNELLY ef als. 
SAME ) 
v8. 
I. A. Brown eft als. { 


SAME 
US. O08. 
L. G. Compron ef aa} 

The defendants in the above-entitled cases are hereby notified 
that upon motion of Race Foster & EK. T. Merrick and Fellows & 
Mills, solicitors for complainant, it is ordered by the court that the 
said cases on the motion to suppress testimony and on the merits be 
set for trial on Saturday, 15th day of March, 1875, at 11 a. m. 


Motion to Suppress Testimony, &ce., by Defendants. 
6504 Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 11th, 1875. 
Myra Clark GAINES 
vs. 4010. 
F. A. Brown ef als. 


In this case certain respondents, represented by their solicitor, W. 
A. Elmore, have filed a motion to suppress testimony. 


Application for Injunction and to Suspend Further Proceedings in Cer- 
lain Causes. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, Mar. 12th, 1875. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseavux et als. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
Us. 
D. CRONAN ef als. 


bao 5, 
Myra CLARK GAINES 


rs. 
M. J. De Lizarpt e¢ als. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. 
P. F AGNELLY et als. 


| 
' 
| 
; 
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Myra CLARK GAINES 
’ vs. 4031. 
N. LovgveE et als. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. 4051. 
Cras. LESSEPs e7f als. 


On motion of Miles Tavlor & James McConnell, of counsel for the 
City of New Orleans, J. L. Swan, Pierre & M. Brunet, Jos. Fuentes, 
M. Esnard, Thos. Robertson, P. H. Monsseaux, J. L. Gubernator, 
and other defendants in the several above entitled and numbered 
cases,.as appears of record therein, and on application for injunction 
and for an order to restrain and suspend further proceédings 1 mn the 

said causes on grounds filed— 

It is ordered that notice be given to Myra Clark Gaines, the com- 
plainant in the above entitled and numbered causes of the applica- 
tion now made for the orders and relief prayed for, and also of the 
motion for injunction, and that said re will be heard on Satur- 
day, the 15th March, 1875, at 11 a. 1 


Dismissal of Suit Against Jean Porte. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 21, ’7 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
VS. » GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. J 


It having been ascertained that there is no property claimed by 
Jean Porte lying within the tract claimed by complainant, being 
whole of square 1792 and part of 1727, city numbers, but that his 

name was included among the list of defendants in error, the 
6505 clerk is hereby authorized to enter this motion on the rule 

book, and the said Jean Porte be dismissed from this suit 
Without costs. 

(Signed) J. Q. A. FELLOWS, 


kor Complainant. 
Setting day for Argument on Motion to Suppress Testimony. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 4th, 1874. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
US. 2715. 
Cities oF New Or LEANS, BALTIMORE, et als. 


SAME 
vs. 2734. 
M. J. pe Lizarpt et als. 
SAME 
Us, 3663 


P. H. Monsseaux e¢ als. 
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SAME ) 
vs. > 4006. 
D. CRONAN et als. 


— 


SAME 
Us, 
F. A. Brown ef als. 


~ 4010. 


SAME 
vs. 
N. Lovavue et als. 


- 4031. 


SAME 
Vs. P 4 JOD] . 
Cuas. Lesseps ef als. 


— 


SAME 
vs, 
L. P. Compton ef als. 


HOODS. 


SAME 
vs. »e 
ABRAHAM Harmon ef als. 


O99, 


a 


SAME 
vs. 
P. F. AGNEty e als. 


GOSS. 


SS a 


On motion of J. Q. A. Fellows, the above cases are fixed and noted 
for argument on motions to suppress testimony, and on the merits, 
for Monday, May 1ith, 1874, or such day thereafter as Mr. Justice 
Bradley may order. | 


(Signed) J. QM. A. FELLOWS. 
Intervention and Third Opposition of Caleh Cushing. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Sep. 12th, 1874. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
ae $2695. 
Crry or New ORLEANS. 

The parties in interest in this case are hereby notified that by leave 
of court Caleb Cushing has this day filed his intervention and third 
opposition in said case. 

Answer of the City of New Orleans to the Intervention and Third Oppo- 
sition of Caleb Cushing. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Oct. 28th, 1874. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. 2695. 
City oF NEw ORLEANS. 

The City of New Orleans has this day filed its answer to the in- 

tervention and third opposition of Caleb Cushing in this case. 
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6506 Discontinuance of Suits lgainst Certain Defe ndants in the Follow- 
ing Causes. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 24th, 1875. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. OTSA. 
M. A. pe Lizarpt ef als. 


SAME 
V8. > S6t 32 
P. H. MonssEavux ef als. 
SAME ) 
vs. >» GOSS. : 


P. F. AGNELLY e¢ als. 


The complainant herein discontinues her suit and claim in the 
above entitled and numbered suits as against the following parties, 
namely, Josiah Cole, Wm. Chambers, and Geo. W. Hynson, execu- 
tors of Josiah Cole, and J. M. & P. Brunet, and she hereby authorizes 
the same to be entered on the order book and the clerk to issue a 
certificate of this discontinuance as to the above parties. 


(Signed) MYRA CLARK GAINES. 
(Signed) J. QM. A. FELLOWS, Solicitor. 


Master in Chancery Report Touching the Distribution of Funds, &e. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Dee. 6th, 1875. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
Us. 2690. 
City oF New ORLEANS ef als. 


The parties are notified that J. W. Gurley, master in chancery, has 
this day filed his report in the matter of reference touching the dis- 


tributions of funds, &e. 
Report of Master on Claims for Fees as A Reg 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, April 27th, 1 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
US. 2695. 
City oF NEW ORLEANS. 


The parties in interest in this case are hereby notified that F. A. 
Woolfley, master in said case, has this day filed his report on claims 
of J. B. Walton and J. W. Davis for fees as appraisers, 


4, 


4, 
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Report of the Master as to Martin Graff, Jean Despaus, and Other De- 
Fendants. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, June 15th, 1877. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
is, P 53665. 
P. H. Monsseaux ef als. 


The parties in interest in this case are hereby notified that E. Sa- 
bourin, master, has this day filed filed his reports as to the follow- 
ing-named defendants in said case, viz., Martin Graff, Jean 
6507 Despaux, J. V. Gourdain & wife, heirs of Paul Pesquir; 
Michel Meilleur, Joseph Abadie, Joseph Despaux, on rents 

and profits. 


Report of Master as to Pierre Bordes, George Lohr, and Other Defendants. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, June 14th, 1877. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
Neer 
v8. . 3663. 


P. H. Monssreavx et als. J 


The parties in interest in this case are hereby notified that E. Sa- 
bourin, master, has this day filed his reports as to the following- 
named defendants in said case, viz., Pierre Bordes, George Lohr, 
Mrs. 8S. Delord,. Heirs of O. Dougherty, Nancy Villars, Jean Bazae, 
Daniel Oechsner, and E. Parocelle. 


Report of Master. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, June 15, ’77. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs, > Sf > >. 
P. H. Monsseavx et als. J 


The parties in interest in this case are hereby notified that E. Sa- 
bourin, master, has this day filed his reports as to the following- 
named defendants in said cases, viz., Joseph Ledoc, Raymond Rous- 
selot, and Pierre Minville. 


Exceptions to Master's Report by Heirs of Paul Pesquier. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, July 9th, 1877. 


Myra Clark GAINES ) 
eypgegeey 


Ux, * ot de ». 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. ) 


The heirs of Paul Pesquier, defendants herein, have this day, by 
their solicitors, James McConnell & C. Ek. Schmidt, filed their exeep- 
tions to the master’s report filed 135th June, 1877. 
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Exception to Master's Report by Complainant. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, July 11th, 1877. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 


vs. (jf ISD. 
P. F. AGNEtLy et als. J 


The complainant has this day filed her exceptions to the master’s 
report as to the defendant, Jean Bazae. 


Exceptions to Master’s Report by Defendants. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, July 11th, 1877. 


6508 Myra CLARK GAINES \ 
Us. BOH03 


P. H. Monsseavx et als. J 


The defendants hereinafter named have this day filed their sepa- 
rate exceptions to the master’s report, viz: George Bischof, Mr. & 
Mrs. J. V. Gourdain, Pierre Bordes, Heirs of Dougherty, Jean Des- 
peaux, and Michel Meilleur, by their solicitors, James McConnell & 
Horace Upton. 


Exceptions to Master’s Report by Comptainant. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, July 11th, 1877. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. 3065. 
P. H. Monsseaux ef me 
The complainant has this day filed her separate exceptions to the 
master’s reports as to the following defendants, viz: R. Rousselot, E. 
Parocelle, Joseph Diard or D. Oschner, Mrs. 8. Delord, Josephine 
Ledoc, Nancy Villars, Geo. Lohr, Pierre Mannillion, Picrre Bordes, 
Michael Milleur, Martin Graff, Mr. & Mrs. J. V. Gourdain, Jean 
Despeaux, The Heirs of Paul Pesquier, Heirs of Owen Dougherty, 
Geo. Bischoff, Joseph Despeaux, Joseph Abadie. 


Exceptions to Master’s Report by Raymond Rousselot and Michel Mei- 
leur, Defendants. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, July 12th, 1877. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. 3065. 
P. H. Mownsseavx et als. 
The defendants, Raymond Rousselot and Michel Meilleur, have 
this day, by their solicitors, James McConnell & H, Upton, filed 
their separate exceptions to the master’s report. 
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Exceptions to Master’s Report by Josephine Leduc, Jean Bazae, and other 
Defi ndants. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, July 15th, 1877. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
rs. 56065. 


P. H. Monsseavx et als. | 


The defendants hereinafter named, viz: Josephene Ledue, Jean 
Bazae, J. Oechsner, Pierre Minneville, George Lohr, Mrs. 8. Delord, 
have this day, by their solicitors, James McConnell & H. Upton, 
filed their separate exceptions to the master’s report. 


Exceptions to Master's Report by Jos. Abadie or Lleirs and Martin Graff, 


Defendants. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, July 13th, 1877. 
6509 Myra CLARK GAINES 
US. > 3065. 


P. H. Monsseaux et als. } 


The defendants, Joseph Abadie or heirs and Martin Graff, have 
this day, by their solicitor, John .Le Monnier, filed their separate 
exceptions to master’s report. 


Master’s Report as to the Value of the Property of Each Defendant Enti- 
tled to a Suspensive Appeal, Ete. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, July 24th, 1877. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. ( 

The parties in interest are notified that E. Sabourin, master, has 
this day filed his report of “the value of the property of each defend- 
ant entitled to a suspensive appeal, covered by the judgment ren- 
dered on the 30th day of April, 1877, &e.” 


Master’s Report as to the Value of the Property of Each Defendant Enti- 
tled to a Suspensive Appeal, Ete. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, July 24th, 1877. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 


is, Pa { y ISD. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef¢ als. 


The parties in interest are notified that E. Sabourin, master, has 
this day filed his report of “the value of the property of each defend- 
ant entitled to a suspensive appeal, covered by the judgment ren- 
dered on the 30th day of April, 1877, &e. : 
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Master’s Report on Rents and Profits as to Certain Defendants. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Aug. 6th, 1877. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
U8. 53663. 
P. H. Monsseavux ef als. 


The parties in interest in this case are hereby notified that E. 
Sabourin, master, has on the 4th inst. filed his several reports on 
rents and profits &s to the following-named defendants in said case, 
viz.: Martin Soye, John & Pauline Bietry, Jules Lavergne, Jules 
Bermudez, Hope Insurance Company, Widow and Heirs of D. B. 
Macarty, N. Rilheux, and Joseph Hernandez. ’ 


Exceptions to Master's Report by Complainant as to Certain Defendants. 
Kntry in Chancery Order Book, Aug. 20th, 1877. 


6510. Myra CLARK GAINES \ 
sages 
Us. - dObS5. 

P. H. Monsseaux et als. J 


The following-named defendants are hereby notified that the com- 
plainant has this day filed her several exceptions to the master’s re- 
port as to the defendants, viz: Widow & Heirs of D. B. Macarty, N. 

tillieux, Jules Bermudez, Jules Lavergne, Joseph Hernandez, and 
Martin Soye. 


Exvceplions to Master’s Report of July 24th, 1877, by Defendants. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Aug. 21st, 1877. 


Myra CLARK GAINES | 
*ysegee> 
Us, - DOO. 

P. H. Monsseaux et als. ) 


SAME 
vs. GOSS. 
P. AGNELLY. ( 
SAME ) 
v8. 2734. 
M. J. pe LIzarpt. f 


Jules Bermudez, Pierre Bordes and others, defendants in the 
above entitled cases, have this day, by their solicitors, Horace Upton, 
James McConnell, and Chas. 2. Schmidt, filed their objections and 
exceptions to the report of E. Sabourin, master in chancery, filed 
July 24th, 1877. 


—— 
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Exceptions to the Several Reports of the Master as to the Widow & Leirs 
of D. B. McCarty, Jules Bermudez, and Others, Defendants. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, Sept. Ist, 1877. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. . 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. | 


The complainant in this case is hereby notified that the following- 
named defendants in said case, viz: Widow & Heirs of D. B. Macarty, 
Jules Bermudez, Martin Soye, and N. Rillhieux, have this day, by 
their solicitors, Jas. McConnell and H. E. Upton, filed their separate 
objections and exceptions to the several reports of the master’s as to 
each of them. 


Answer of S. M. Todd and A. Schreiber, Trustees, to the Petition of P. F. 
Herwig. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, Nov. 16th, 1877. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. I695. 
City or New ORLEANS. ( 


S. M. Todd and A. Schreiber, trustees, have this day, by their so- 
licitors, Clarke, Bayne, & Renshaw, filed their answers to the petition 
of P. F. Herwig, filed Nov. 10th, 1877. 


6511 General and Separate Reports of the Master as to the City of New 
Orleans, Widow A. Lanusse, & Florville Foy. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, Nov. 16th, 1877. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
ores 
Us. » HOOD. 

P. H. Monsseaux ef als. 


The parties hereto are notified that J. W. Gurley, master in chan- 
cery, has this day filed a general report and separate reports or 
statements of accounts of rents and profits as between complainant 
and the following-named defendants, viz: The City of New Orleans, 
Widow Auguste Lanusse, Florville Foy. 


General and Separate Reports of the Master as to J. B. Slawson, Thomas 
Robertson, and other Defendants. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, Noy. 16th, 1877. 
Myra CLARK CIAINES ) 
vs. GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY et als. J 
Complainant and defendants are notified that J. W. Gurley, master 
in chancery, has this day filed a general report and separate reports 
or statements of the accounts for rents and profits as between com- 
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plainant and the following-named defendants, viz: J. B. Slawson, 
Thomas Robertson, W. Zimmerman, Evariste Blane, Caroline Alane, 
Heirs of V. Baccus, J. C. & J. Davidson. 

And the said master has also filed reports relative to the accounts 
ordered to be taken between the parties In said causes, asking the 
further instructions of the court in regard thereto as to the follow- 
ing-named defendants, viz: Widow Alex Lammy, A. Dabon, & J. 
J. Lamoine. | 


Master's Report as to Ilenry Larquie, Defendant. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Nov. 19th, 1877. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
‘ moyeeeg 
vs. > ODS. 
P. H. Monsseacx et als. J 
The parties hereto are notified that FE. Sabourin, master in chan- 
cery, has this day filed his report on rents and profits as to Henry 
Larquie, deft. 


Master’s Report as to Property in the Blane & Other Tracts. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Noy. 19th, 1877. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
Us, - 8663. 
P. H. Monsseacux et als. j 


6512 Complainants and defendants are notified that E. Sabourin, 

master in chancery, has this day filed a special report con- 
cerning Improved and unimproved property in the Blane and other 
tracts. 


Master's Report as to Joseph Fuentes. 
ntry in Chancery Order Book, Nov. 20th, 1877. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. 3665. 
P. H. Monssreavx et als. 
The parties are notified that J. W. Gurley, master, has this day 
filed the statement of the account of rents, profits, &ec., as adjusted 
between complainant and the defendant, Joseph Fuentes. 


Master’s Report as to Geo. B. Eberling. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Nov. 20th, 1877. 


Myra Clark CGIAINES ) 
Us. > GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. | 
The parties are notified that J. W. Gurley, master, has this day 
filed the statement of the account of rents, profits, &c., as adjusted 
between complainant and the defendant, Geo. b. Eberling. 


T 
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Master's Report as to Manuel Elliot, Bernard Abadie, and others, De- 
fe ndants. 


Kntry in Chancery Order Book, Dee. Ist, 1877. 


Myra Crank GAINES 
vs. GOSS. 
P. F. Aanetry et als. J 


The parties are hereby notified that J. W. Gurley, master in chan- 
cery, has this day filed reports in matter of accounts for rents and 
profits as between complainant and the following-named defendants: 
Manuel Elliot, Bernard Abadie, J. C. de Monsabert, Auguste Ran- 
court, and John Pemberton. 


Interpleader of Wm. R. Mills to the Petition of P. FP. Herwia. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Dee. 10th, 1877. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs, » 2695. 
Ciry or New ORLEANS. 
The parties are notified that Wm. R. Mills has this day, by his 
solicitors, Breaux, Fenner & Hall, filed his bill of interpleader to the 
petition and claim of P. F. Herwig. 


Opposition of Caroline Alombe to Master's Report. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, Dee. 11th, 1877. 


6515 Myra CLARK GAINES 
Us. a { n| ISD. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. § 


Caroline Alombe, one of the defendants in this case, has this day, 
by her attorney, J. N. Hagins, filed her opposition to the report of 
J. W. Gurley, master. 


Exceptions to Master's Report by Complainant. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Dee. 11th, 1877. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 


Us. GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef re 


The complainant in this ease hes this day, by her solicitor, Wm. 
R. Mills, filed her seperate exceptions to the reports of J. W. Gurley, 
master, as to the following-named defendants, viz: Aug. Ranceau, 
Evariste Blane, Alex. Saunny, A. Dabon & J. J. Lamoine, Geo. B. 
Eberling, J. C. Monsabert, W. Zimmerman, Bernard Abadie, Caro- 
line Alome. 


DoOlG 
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Exception to Master’s Report by Complainant. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, 14 Dee., 1877. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Us. Pa GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. 


The complainant in this case has this day, by her solicitor, Wm. 


Reed Mills, filed her seperate exceptions to the reports of J. W. Gur- 
ley, master, as to the following defendants, viz: Manuel Elliott, John 
Pemberton, and J. & J. C. Davidson. 


Exception to Master's Report by Complainant. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, 14 Dee., 1877. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. » 3663. 
P. H. Monsseau et als. J 
The complainant in this case has this day, by her solicitor, Wm. 


Reed Mills, filed her exceptions to the report of E. Sabourin, master, 
as to the defendant, Henry Larquie. 
Exceptions to Master’s Report by Complainant. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, 14 Dee., 1877. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
aa eysgayeny 
vs. 2OUo. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. 
The complainant in this case has this day, by her solicitor, Wm. 
Reed Mills, filed her separate exceptions to the reports of J. W. Gur- 
ley, master, as to the following defendants, viz: Widow Au- 
6514 guste Lanusse, Florville Foy, City of New Orleans, and Joseph 
Fuentes. 


Exceptions to Master's Report by Ilenry Larquie, Defendant. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Dee. 18th, 1877. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
ove 
vs, > DOO. 
P. H. Monsseavu et als. { 
The defendant, Henry Larquie, by his solicitors, James MeCon- 
nell and Horace KE. Upton, has this day filed his exceptions and ob- 
jections to master’s report. 
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Exceptions to Master's Report by Jos. De Fuentes, Defendant. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Dee. 19th, 1877. 


Myra CLark GAINES 

vs. 5663. 

P. H. Monsseaux et als. 

Joseph De Fuentes, one of the defendants herein, has this day by 

his solicitors, J. McConnell and Horace E. Upton, filed his excep- 
tions and objections to the report of J. W. Gurley, master. 


E’rceptions and Objections to Master's Report by George B. Eberling and 
J. C. De Monsabert, Defendants. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, Dee. 19th, 1877. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. 


Geo. B. Eberling and J. C. De Monsabert, defendants herein, have 
this day by their solicitors, J. McConnell and Horace E. Upton, filed 
their objections and exceptions to the report of J. W. Gurley, master. 


Exception to Master’s Report by Manuel Elliott, Deft. 
Mntry in Chancery Order Book, Dee. 29th, 1877. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Us. GOSS. 
AGNELLY et als. f 


Manuel Elliott, defendant herein, has this day by his solicitor, W. 
E. Murphy, filed his exception to the report of the master. 


Master’s Separate Reports of Rents & Profits. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Jan. 11th, 1878. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
, eyeegeed 
Us. >a >.>, 


P. H. Monsseaux et ‘als. J 


The parties hereto are notified that E. Sabourin, master in chan- 
cery, has this day filed separate reports of rents and profits as be- 
tween complainant and the following-named defendants, viz: Mrs. 

S. Magner, Marie P. Gravier, F. A. Dueros, Est. of E. Barnett, 
6515 J. P. Perez, A. Rousseau, executor of R. Rousseau; Jose Sa- 

batis, Est. of J. Sabiba, Mrs. E. Vanee, P. Avril, S. E. Brunet, 
Joseph Bazunac, Auguste Gautier, Jules Lapine, W. H. McLean, Geo. 
QO. Reneicke, Aime Gautier, F. M. Jacobs, Jean Sauvage, Henry Spitz- 
faden, Jules Lavegne, Louis Mestier, Jacob Neuhauser, J. B. Patrick, 
Raymond Rousselot, V.S. Ceressolles, Wid. J.C. de St. Romes, Heirs 
of D. B. Macarty, Mrs. S. Morel and her husband, Louis Barnett ; 
Southern Star Manufacturing Company, A. Rochereau, C. Morel, F. 

» 
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G. Levasseur, J. L. Gubunator, Est. of J. Dupas, A. b. Griswold, 
Phillip Avegno, Jr., Mrs. O. P. Peyroux and Jules Cassard, A. Til- 
eux. 

Report of Commissioner as to Fees, Charges, and Expenses Set Forth in 

Maste rs Report of Dee. 28th, S77. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Jan, 25rd, 1878. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 


*d,4,4e) 
pS ~ erlobe. 


P. H. Monsseacux et als. } 


SAME , 
is, Pa {)( IS.>. 
P. FP. AGNeny et als. J 
SAME } 
ee ora 
is, » 6 6 UO Re 
M. J. pe Lizarpret als. } 
y SAME ) 
vs. . 403 


N. Lovaue e¢ als. 


SAME ) 
Us, a 

lL. bk. Compron. j 

SAME ) 
is, 


CAs. Lesseprs et als. 


Joseri FUENTES ef als. ) 
is, , S( OS. 
Myra CLARK GAINES. 


The parties are hereby notified that Chas. 5. Rice, commissioner, 
has this day filed his report upon the fees, charges, and expenses set 
forth in the motion of E. Sabourin, master, filed Dee. 28th, 1877, 
and referred to said Chas. 8. Rice, commissioner. 


Lxvception to Master’s Report hy Complainant. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, 29th Jan., 1878. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
Vs » 9065. 


P. 1. Monssreaunx ef als. J 


The complainant herein by her solicitor,;5Wm. R. Mills, has this 
day filed her exception to the report filed by E. Sabourin, master, as 
regards the following named defendants, viz: P. Avril, P. Avegno, Jr., 
S.. Brunett, Louis Barnett, Est. of Edw. Barnett, V. Louis Ceresselles, 
I’. A. Dueros, Est. J. Dupas, Mrs. Anna Gautier, A. B. Griswold, Mrs. 
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P. Gravier, Auguste Gautier, J. L. Gubernator, FF. M. Jacob, 
6516 Jules Lapene, Francis Lavisseer, Jules Lavergue,C. Morel, Mrs. 

S. Morel & husband, Heirs of D. B. Macarty, W. IL. MeLean, 
Mrs. S. Magner, Louis Mestier, Jacob Newhauser, J. P. Perez, Mrs. 
QO. P. Peyroux & Jules Cassard, J. P. Patrick, R. Rousselot, Geo. O. 
Reneicke, N. Rillieux, Albin Rochereaux, Jean Sauvage, Southern 
Star Candle Co., Hl. Spitztaden, Mrs. J. C. de St. Romes, lst. J. Saliba, 
Joseph Sabatis, Mrs. Ik. Vance, Jos. Brazanae. 


Lxceptions by Certain Defendants to th Report of Chas. S. Lice, Com- 


HWiSsStOone?r. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Feb’y Ist, 1575 


Myra CLARK GAINES 


vs. S HOO. 
P. H. Mownsseaux ef als. J 
SAME 

rs. GOSS. 


P. F. AGNELLY ef als. 


SAME te 

rs. 34. 
M. J. pe Lizarpi ef als. - 
SAME ) 

vs. 4051. 
A. Lovaqvue et als. ( 
SAME ] 

Us. QOS. 
L. I, COMPTON ef als. j 
SAME ) 

vs. LOD]. 
Cras. Lesseps et als. J 
JOSEPH FUENTES ef als. ) 


vs. > SOSS. 
Myra CLARK GAINES. 

J. McConnell, H. E. Upton,and C. Ek. Schmidt, appearing only on 
behalf of the defendants herein for whom they appear of record 
as counsel in this court, have filed objections and exceptions to the 
report of Chas. S. Rice, commissioner, filed on the 25rd January, 
1878 


Exception of Mrs. Penelope Matthews lo Report of the Commissioner. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Feb’y Ist, 1878 
9663 and the Other 6 Cases. Same vs. Same. 


Mrs. Penelope Matthews, thro’ her solicitor, W. C. Flower, has this 
day filed her exception to the report and finding of C. 8. Rice, com- 
missioner, on the 25rd January, 1578. 
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Exception to Master’s Report by Mrs. J. C. De St. Romes. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, Feb. 2nd, 1878. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
epysgegeey 
's. HOO. 
P. H. Mownsseavcx ef als. 


Mrs. J. C. De St. Romes has this day, by her solicitors, Louque & 
Fernandez, filed her exceptions to the report of FE. Sabourin, mas- 
ter. 


Exceptions of the Heirs of D. B. Macarty and A. Rochereau to 
O17 the Master’s Report. filed 11 January, 1878. : 


Entry in Chaneery Order Book, 6 Feb., 1878. 


Myra CLhaArK GAINES 1 
vs. » 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux ef als. J 


The Heirs of D. B. Macarty and A. Rochereau, defendants herein, 
have this day, by their solicitors, C. E. Schmidt and James MeCon- 
nell, filed their separate exceptions to the report of E. Sabourin, 
master, filed 11th January, 1878. 


Exceptions of Octave Morel & Mrs. Octave Morel to the Master's Report 
of Jan. 11th, 1878. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, 6 Feb’y, 1878. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
eypegeey 
vs. > oO05. 
P. H. Monsseaux ef als. 

Octave Morel and Mrs. Octave Morel, defendants herein, have 
this day, by their solicitor, E. W. Huntington, filed their separate 
exceptions to the report of E. Sabourin, master, filed January 11th, 
1878. 


Exception of C. Morel to the Master's Report of Jan. 11th, 1878. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, 6 Feb’y, 1878. 
Myra Clark GAINES 
Us. > 3663. 
P. H. Monsseaux et al. ( 


C. Morel, defendant herein, has this day, by his solicitor, Ernst 
Morel, filed his exception to the report of E. Sabourin, master, filed 
January 11th, 1878. 
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Defendants’ Evceptions to Master's Reports. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, 7 Feb’ry, 1578. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
*y,eeee? 
Us, Pa >t i). ). 
P. Hl. Monsseaux et als. 


The following-named defendants, viz., IF. M. Jacobs, Jules Lapene, 
R. Rousselot, Jean Sauvage, Ff. A. Ducros, Henry Spitzfadden, Jose 
Sabatis, P. Avril, Mrs. S. Magner, Geo. O. Reinecke, Jules Cassard, 
Estate J. Dupas, N. Rilheux, Mrs. C. Vance, Jules Lavergne, I. G. 
Levasseur, Marie P. Gravier, 8S. E. Brunet, Jacob Newhauser, Louis 
Burnett, Auguste Gautier, Aime Gautier, Philippe Avegno, Estate 
J. Saliba and Louis Mestier, have this day, by their solicitors, James 
McConnell and IH. I. Upton, filed their separate exceptions to the 
several reports of E. Sabourin, master in chancery, filed January 
11th, 1878. 


6518 Exception of the Estate of Kdward Barnett lo Master’s Report. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, 7 Feb. 1878. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
v8. > O65. 
P. H. Monssraux et als.) 

The estate of Edward Barnett, defendant herein, has this day by 
its solicitor, John J. Barnett, filed its exceptions to the report of FE. 
Sabourin, master, filed January 11th, 1878. 

Exception of John L. Gubernator t Master's Report. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, 7 Feb’y 1878. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
rs VEVETD | 
vs. >» OHO. 


P. H. Monsseaux et als. J 


Jno. L. Gubernator, defendant herein, has this day by his soliei- 
tor, E. W. Huntington, filed his exceptions to the report of E. 
Sabourine, master in chancery, filed January 11th, 1878. 


Exception of A. Rousseau, Executor of I. Rousseau, to the Master’s 
Report. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, 9 Feb., 1878. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. . 5663. 
P. H. Monsseacx et als. J 
A. Rousseau, executor of R. Rousseau, defendant herein, has this 
day by his solicitor, T. Wharton Collens, filed his exception to the 
report of E. Sabourin, master, filed January 11th, 187s. 
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Kaxception of J. P. Patrick to Master's Report. 
Kntry in Chancery Order Book, 11 Feb., 1878. 


Myra ChrARK GAINES ) 
*vyeyeeyd 
VS » Oe. 


¢ iT. MonssKAUX ef als. 


J.P. Patrick, defendant herein, has this day by his solicitors, W. 
I. Murphy and J. UL. Grover, filed his exception to the report of FE. 
Sabourin, master, filed January 11th, 1S7S8. 


Master's Report as to Rents and Profits ete. 


Kntry in Chancery Order Book, May 11th, 1878. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
*degeyeed 
vs - OO, 


P. H. Monsseavx ct als. J 


The parties hereto are notified that FE. Sabourin, master in chan- 
cery, has this dav filed separate reports of rents and profits as be- 
tween the complainant and the following-named defendants, viz: 

Heirs of D. B. Macarty, M. Meilleur, George Lohr, Pierre 
6519 Minville, Josephine Leduc, Dan’l Oechsner, Jules Bermudez, 

Martin Graff, N. Rilheux, Ek. Parocelle, J. V. Gourdain and 
wife, Pierre Bordes, Jean Despeaux, Jules Lavergne, Mrs. 8. Delord, 
Est. J. Bazue, Nancy Villars, Heirs of O. Dougherty, John & Pauline 
Bietry, Hope Insurance Company, Joseph Despaux, and a general 
and special report as to Hl. Larquie. 


Mast r’s Report of the Taxed Costs of Suit. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 17th, 1578. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs, . GOSS. 
P. F. AGNetry ef als. J 


The parties in this cause are hereby notified that J. W. Gurley, 
master, has this day fled his reports of the taxed costs of suit. 
Mast rs Report of the Tured Costs of Suit. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 20th, 1878. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
Us.  >good. 
P. Hk. Monsseaux ef als. 
The parties in interest are hereby notified that J. W. Gurley, mas- 


ter, this day filed his report of taxed costs of suit as per order of 
reference. 
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Exceptions of Wm. I. Mills and Chas. S. Rice to Master's Report. 
Entry in Chancery Order Buok, May 22, 1878. 


Myra CLarkK GAINES 
vs. . DOO. 


P. H. Mowsseaux ef als. | 


Wm. R. Mills and Chas. S. Rice lave this day filed their separate 
exception to the report of taxed costs of suit made by J. W. Gurley, 
hiaster. 


Kxeeptions of Wm. R. Mills and Chas. S. Rice to Master's Report. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 22nd, 1878. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
US. . GOSS. 
P. Fk. AGNELLY e¢ als. 


Wim. R. Mills and Charles 8S. Riee have this day filed their sepa- 
rate exceptions to the report of taxed costs of suit made by J. W. 
Gurley, master. 


Master's Report of Rents & Profits. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 31, ‘78. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
*vs,*eygeed 
rs. > obo. 


P. H. Monsseaux et als. | 


The parties hereto are notified that E. Sabourin, master in 

65920) chancery, has this day filed separate reports of rents and 
profits as between the complainant and the following-named 
defendants, viz: Joseph Dangel, J. B. Jacquot, Wid. Pierre Cap, J. 


C. Pelhofer, Wid. J. A. Blacksehmidt. 
Master's Report as to Rents and Profits. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 31st, 1878. 


Myra CLark GAINES 
Us. GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. 


The parties hereto are notified that E. Sabourin, master in chan- 
cery, has this day filed separate reports of rents and profits as between 
the complainant and the following-named defendants, viz: Wm. 
Jacques Muller, John Laburthe, Louis Jesum. 
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Appearance of Henri Carriere to Bill of Revivor, ete. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, June 3rd, 1878. 
Myra Clark GAINES 
*vsegeed 
VS, > oOo. 
P. H. Monsseavx et als. 


Ilenri Carriere. one of the defendants to the bill of revivor and 


supplement, has this day entered his appearance to the said bill of 


revivor and supplement of the complainant, Myra Clark Gaines, 

through his solicitor, Alfred Grima. 

Appearance of Widow Paul Letbell, Chas. Lorenzo, and others, Defend- 
ants to Bill of Revivor, ete. 


Intry in Chancery Order Book, June 3rd, 1878. 
« eo ) 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
i vs. . $6638. 


P. Il. Monsseaux et als. 


Widow Paul Leibell, Charles Lorezo, Amelia Lorenzo, Magdeline 
Lorenzo, wife of Chas. Ebert, and Chas. Ebert, defendants to the com- 
plainant’s bill of revivor and supplement, have. this day, by their 
solicitor, Ernest J. Wenek, entered their appearance to the com- 
plainant’s said bill of revivor and supplement. 


Report of Special Master. 
entry in Chancery Order Book, June 7th, 1878. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. > 2695. 
Ciry or NEw Onveans. J 


The parties are notified that F. A. Woolfley, special master, has 
this day filed his report of testimony taken on the proceedings of V. 
I’, Herwig. 


6521 Report of Master in Chancery. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, June 17th, 1878. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
*dyegeed 
Us, > oOO5. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als, 
The parties in interest in this case are notified that E. Sabourin, 
master in chancery, has this day filed his report under orders of court 
of 29th May and first June, 1878, 


he 


nates — 
sees ett ae le 


BBR 


BEL I 
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Report of Master on Taxing Fee, &e., of E. Sabourin, Master. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, June 18th, 1578. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 


vs, ef yf de) 
P. H. Monsseaux ef ml 


The parties in interest are notified that Chas. S. Rice, master in 
chancery, has this day filed his report on taxing fee, &e., of KE. Sa- 
bourin, master, as order of court of 11th May, 1878. 


Exceptions to Master's Report of June Vith, 1878. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, July 11th, 1878. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
evgegeed 
Us, Pe I yf ded. 


P. H. Monsseavux ef als. j 


The following-named defendants, viz., P. Avril, Philip Avegno; 
Jr., 8. E. Brunet, Jules Bermudez, Est. E. Barnett, Geo. Bischoff, J. 
Bazac, Louis Barnett, P. Bordes, lst. J. Bazac, Jules Cassard, Mrs. 8. 
Delord, Jean Despaux, Est. of J. Dupas, Jos. Despaux, J. V. Gour- 
dain & Wife, Marie P. Gravier, Anne Gautier, Auguste Gautier, F. 
M. Jacobs, Jules Lapene, H. Larquie, Jules Lavergne, F. G. Levas- 
seur, M. Meilleur, C. Morel, Mrs. 8S. Morel & husband, Louis Mes- 
tier Mrs. S. Magner, Heirs of D. B. McCarty, Pierre Mininville, J. 
New hausser, D. Oichsuer, Heirs of O. Dougherty, Heirs of Pesquier, 
Raymond Rousselot, Albin Rochereau, Geo. O. Reneicke, N. Rillieux., 
A. Rousseau, ex’r of R. Rousseau, Henry Spitzfadden, Est. of J. Saliba, 
Jose Subatis, Jean Sauvage, Widow J.C. D. St. Romes, have this day, 
by their solicitors, Jas. MeC onnell & H. E. Upton, filed their sepa- 
rate exceptions to report of IE. Sabourin, master, filed June 17th, 
1878. 

Evceptions to Master's Report by Defendants. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, July 15th, 157s. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 


vs. -BO63, 
P. H. Monsseacx et als. J 
6522 The defendants, Octare Morel and J. L. Gubernator, have 


this day, by their solicitors, James MeConnell & E. W. Hunt- 
ington, filed their se parate exceptions to the report of E. Sabourin, 
master, filed June 17th, 1878S. 


Exceptions of C. Morel to Master’s Report. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, July 15th, 1878. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
VS. > 3663. 
P. H. Monssgavx et als. | 


The defendant, C. Morel, has this day by his solicitor, Ernest 
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Morel, filed his exception to the report of IE. Sabourin, master, filed 
June 17th, 1878. 


Report of Special Masts ” as fo Mrs. liza Davis, Widow Nenner. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, July 17th, 1878. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
Us » DUO. 


P. HL. Monsseaux et als. J 


As to Mrs. Eliza Davis, Widow Kenner. 


The parties in interest are hereby notified that J. Ward Gurley, 
Jr., special master, has this day filed lis report upon “ the probable 
nett revenues of the property claimed, for two years, &e.” 


Appearance of F. J Crasquet to the Bill of Interpleader of llenry I- 
li Piiedir, 
- Entry in Chancery Order Book, Aug. 5th, 1578. 


Myra CLrark Gaines, Henry ELLERMAN 
vs. 2695; 


Cirry oF NEw ORLEANS. ) 


ge F Gasquet, one of the defendants to the bill of interpleader of 


Henry Ellerman in this case, has this day by his solicitor-, T. Gail- 
more & Sons, entered his appearance to said bill. 


Appearance of James EE. Luntz to the Bill of Tnterpleadeyr. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Aug. 5th, 1878. 
Myra Crank Gaines, Henry LE LLERMAN ) 
vs. : » 2600. 
Ciry or New ORLEANS, j 

James KE. Luntz, one of the defendants to the bill and supple- 
mental bill of interpleader of Henry Ellerman in this case, has this 
day by his solicitors, Hornor and Benedict, entered his appearance 
to the said bill. 

6923 Appearance of Chas. T. Howard to the Bill of Interpleader, ete. 
Mntry in Chancery Order Book, August 5th, 1873. 
Myra CLARK GAINES, Henry ELLERMAN 
Us, r JOS MD. 
City or New ORLEANS. 

Charles T. Iloward, one of the defendants to the bill and supple- 
mental bill of interpleader of Henry Ellerman in this case, has this 
day by his solicitor, Jos. P. Ilornor, entered his appearance to the 
sald bills, 


OS teal 
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A Bill of Revivor and Supplement. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, August 5th, 1S7S. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
. 56638. 


Us, 
P. H. Monsseacx et als. J 


On motion of Alfred Grima, of counsel for Henry Carriere of New 
Orleans, and on showing to the court that the plaintiff filed a bill of 
revivor and supplement in the above-entitled cause, praying for the 
revivor against the said IL. Carriere of the certain suit pending 
against the late Mareelin Esnard, one of the defendants in the said 
cause, and on showing to the court that the said suit as against the 
said Carriere has been settled under an agreement executed under 
the private signature of the said parties, a copy whereof is hereto 
annexed, and that the City of New Orleans has an interest in de- 
fending the said suit in the place of this mover, it is ordered by the 
court that the said agreement be duly filed im the record of the said 
suit, and that this motion be served on the said City of New Orleans. 


Answer of PF. J. Gasquet. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, 2 Sept., 187s. 


Henry KELLERMAN | 
Us. f 


City or New ORLEANS. ) 


POO. 


F. J. Gasquet, one of the defendants herein, has this day by his 
solicitors, T. Gilmore & Sons, filed lis plea to the jurisdiction of the 
court in this case to the complainant’s bill of complaint. 


Answer of Chas. T. Howard. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Nov. 4th, 1878. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
. &@ POD, 
Crry ov New Or.eays. J 


Henry Ellerman, Complainant. 


6524 Chas. T. Howard has this day by his solicitor, Joseph P. 
Hornor, filed his demurter to the bill and supplemental bill 
of complaint of Henry Ellerman, complainant. 


Answe r of James De Lants. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Nov. 4th, 187s. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. YH). 
Ciry of NEW ORLEANS. ) 


Henry Ellerman, Complainant. 


James E. Lunts has this day by his solicitor, Joseph P. Hornor, 
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filed his demurrer to the bill of complaint of Henry Ellerman, com- 
plainant. | 
Setting Day to Hear Demurrer of C. T. Iloward & J. EF. Lunts. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Dec. 5th, 1878. 
Myra CLAarK GAINES 


US, 
City or New ORLEANS. 


{ ?( ys WD. 


Henry Ellerman, Complainant. 

Henry Ellerman, complainant, by his solicitor, W. W. King, 
comes and sets down for argument the demurrer of Chas. T. Howard 
and the demurrer of James Kk. Lunts, defendants, to the bill- and 
supplemental bill of complaint of said Henry Ellerman. 


Appearance of City of New Orleans. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, 5 Dece., 1878. 


i Ilenry ELLERMAN ) 


Ds, } > 95. 
City or NEw Onrasne.} 

The City of New Orleans, one of the defendants herein, has this 
day by its solicitors, Ek. Howard MecCaleb, and E. TH. Fanar, entered 
its appearance to the complainant’s bill of complaint. 

Answer of John L. Gubernator “ for the Use of Milton Benner.” 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, 18 Dee., 1878. 
Henry ELLENNAN 
V8. ; 2695. 
Ciry or New ORLEANS. 

John LL. Gubernator, for the use of Milton Benner, one of the de- 
fendants to the bill of complaint of Henry Ellerman, wa-ving the 
plea to the jurisdiction of the court filed by him, said Gubernator, 
for the use of the said Milton Benner, has this day by his solicitor, 
Ii. W. ILuntington, filed his demurrer to the said complainant’s bill 
for the use of said Milton Benner. 


G25 Bill Vaken as Confessed Against Certain Defendants. 


OS 


ntry in Chancery Order Book, Jan. 6th, 1879. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. GOSS. 
P. Fk. AGNELLY et als. 


On motion of Wm. Reed Mills, solicitor for complainant, and it 


appearing that process of subpcena has been served upon the de- 
fendants herein named, to wit, Amelia Leonde Macarty, wife of 
ri ° . . . a 

Pheophile Imbert; Anne Louise Macarty, widow of Dranson B. 
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Macarty ; Laura Louise Macarty, wife of H. St. Armaud; Colois 
Ilenry Macarty, and that they have failed to enter their appear- 
ance or demur, plead, or answer to the complainant’s bill of revivor 
and supplement within the legal delay, it is ordered that said 
bill be taken as confessed against the said defendants. 


Bill Taken as Confessed Against Certain Defendants. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Jan’y 6th, 1879. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
VS. 5663. 


P. H. Monsseavx et als. } 


On motion of Wm. Reed Mills, solicitor for complainant, and it 
appearing that process of subpcena has been served upon the de- 
fendants herein named, to wit, Widow Paul Leibell, Charles Lorenz, 
Amelia Lorenz, Magdaline Lorenz, wife of Chas. Ebert; Henri 
Carriere, Edgar Lacroix, Simeon Hernsheim, Mrs. Adeline Guinon, 
widow of P. H. Monsseaux, and John & Pauline Beitey and Chas. 
bert, and that they have failed to enter their appearance or -to 
demur, plead, or answer to the complainant’s bill of revivor and 
supplement within the legal delay, it is ordered that said bill 
— taken pro confesso against the said defendants. 


Petition of Trustees to be Discharged. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, 7 Jan., 1879. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
~ 2695. 


Us, 
Ciry or New ORLEANS. 
The parties in interest in this case are hereby notified, Samuel 
M. Todd and Adolphe Schreiber, trustees herein, have this day filed 
their petition praying to be discharged, Xe. 


Master's Report as to Rents & Profits, ete. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Jan. 24th, 1879. 


6926 Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. - 3665. 
P. H. Monsseaux ef als. } 

The parties hereto are notified that E. Sabourin, master in echan- 
eery, has this day filed separate reports of rents and profits as be- 
tween the complainant and the following-named defendants, viz: 
Jules Badue, Mrs. Francis J. Badue, Joseph Dubue, John Hoey, 
Stanilas Weber, and Emma Walton. ; 
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Master's Report as fa Rents and Profits, ele. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Jan’y 24th, 1879. , 


Myra CLARK (HAINES ) 
Us. - ()4 ISS. 
Pp. Y. AGNety et als. § 


The parties hereto are notified that E. Sabourin, master in chan- 
cery, has this day filed separate reports of rents and profits as be- 


tween complainant and the following-named defendants, viz: R. C. 


Clebune, Aristide Carlon, Widow J. Gallegher, Prosper Howard, J. 
Gabaroche, Joseph Prosper, Victor Pe rrilliat, Jacob Rodzung, Albert 
Reichard, Auguste Fourcher, and Juan Frederick. 


Mast rs Report. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, 18 March, 1879. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
. oreo 
' vs, HOODS. 


P. H. Monsseaux ef als. 


The parties in interest are hereby notified that Chas. 5. Rice, 
master, has this day filed his report in compliance with the order 
of court of March 3rd, 1879, and that said report ‘has been homolo- 
gated. 


Master's Report. 
Entry in Chaneery Order Book, 18 Mar., 1879. 
Myra Crark GAINES 
vs. . GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. 

The parties in interest are hereby notified that Charles S. Rice, 
master, has this day filed his report in complianee with the order 
of court of March 3rd, 1879, and that said report has been homolo- 
gated. 

Master's Report as to Albin Soulie, Defendant. 


ntry in Chancery Order Book, $8 April, S79 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
UN, > ep 50>. 


PIL. Monsseaun ef als. 


The parties hereto are notified that EK. Sabourin, master in chan- 
cery, has this day filed his report of rénts and profits as bo. 
6527 tween the comp ainant and Albin Soulie. defendant. 


=o 


NE 


te 


-_—- 


— a ———— a 


THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. O297 
Master's Report as to Discharge of Receivers. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, 24 April, 1S79. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
US. ~ IO. 
Ciry oF New ORLEANS. j 


The parties in interest are notified that J. W. Gurley, master, ete., 
to whom was referred for examination, and report the application 
of S. M. Todd and Adolphe Schreiber, receivers appointed for the dis- 
bursement of the amount of the decree rendered in favor of com- 
complainant in this case conformably to the judgment & orders of 
the court for their discharge as receivers, this day filed his report. 


, 


Master's Reports as to Rents and Revenues, ete. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, 28 April, 187%. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
rs. + 5663. 


P. H. Monsseaux ef als. | 


The parties in interest in this case are hereby notified that E. 
Sabourin, master in chancery in this ease, has this day filed his 
several reports as to the hereinafter-named defendants on the rents 
and revenues, viz: Joseph Abadie, Henri Carriere, Widow B. Duro- 
cher, R. Devoe, Julian Durand, V. Demoruelle, Widow Wim. Lau- 
roms, L. J. EK. Mace, Miss Adele Monjot, J. B. Mailhe, W’ow Wm. 
Moran, Mrs. J. B. Marmonget , Jacques Phillippe Moreau, Pierre La- 
marlere, Jean M. Journe. 


Master's Reports as to Rents and Revenues. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, 28 April, L879. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
rs. No. 6OS5. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef ale. § 


The parties in interest in this case are hereby notified that FE. 

Sabourin, master in chancery in said case, has this day filed his 
SCVCTi al reports on rents and revenues as to the herein: after- named 
defendants, viz: Eugene Piegon, Mrs. Jos. Bompast, Jean M. Journe, 
James Biers, M. E. "Pecor: a, Jos. A. Laneuville, Jean P. Gr: andam., 
Ily. St. Paul and wife, Jean Larie. 
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Master's Report as to Wulow A. Lanusse & Florville Foy. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, 29 April, 1879. 


Myra CLARK GAINES : 
ve. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseavx et als. 


6528 §$ The parties in interest are hereby notified that J. Ward 

Gurley, Jr., master, has this day file? his several reports in 
the matter of accounts between the complainant and the following- 
named defendants, viz: Widow Lanusse and Florville Foy. 


Master’s General Reports as to certain Defendarts. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, 29 April, 1879. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
v8. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY e¢ als. 


The parties in interest are hereby notified that J. Ward Gurley, 
Jr., master, has this day filed his general reports in the matter of 
account between the complainant and the following-named defend- 
ants, viz: Caroline Alome, heirs of J. Valmont Bacas, E. J. Douvil- 
an George B. Eberling, Widow. {A. Lammy, Jean Olie, and P. 8. 

iltz. 


Master’s Reports on Rents and Revenues. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, April 29th, 1879. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
3663. 


v8. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als.) 


The parties in interest are hereby notified that E. Sabourin, master, 
has this day filed his several reports on the rents and revenues as 
to the hereinafter-named defendants, viz: Widow R. Lacoue, Bar- 

_tholemy Morere, and Marguerite McLaughlin. 


Master’s Report as to P. H. Monsseaux & Est. of F. Lacroiz. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, May Ist, 1879. 
_ Myra CiarkK GAINES 


v8. _ 
P. H. Monsseavux et als. 


_ Tlie.parties in interest are hereby notified that E. Sabourin, master, 
~~ has this day filed his several reports on rents and revenues as to the 
_- defendants P. H. Monsseaux and Estate of F. Lacroix. 
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Master’s Report on Claim against the City of New Orleans. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 5th, 1879. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 


: v8. 
P. H. Monsseavx ef als. 


The parties in interest are hereby notified that J. Ward Gurley, 
master, has this day filed his report on claim against the City of 
New Orleans for an account for Poydras street property. 


6529 Master’s Report on Fees & Costs, etc., of Master. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, 23 May, 1879. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
v8. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseavx et als. 


The parties in interest are hereby notified that Chas. S. Rice, master, 
to whom reference was made to fix and determine the fees and costs 
of E. Sabourin, master, on met-s and bounds and fruits and revenues 
against the defendants Albin Soulie, Widow B. Durocher, W’ow 

m. Moran, Pierre Lamarlere, H’y Carriere, Mrs. J. B. nae ae 
Julian Dunand, Margaret McLauglin, B. Morire, Widow ; 
Laurens, Victor Demovuelle, J. B. Mailhe, Adele Monjot, L. J. E. 
Mace, J. P. Moreau, Widow R. Locoul, R. Devoe, Est. of F. Lacroix, 
and Widow P. H. Monsseaux has this day filed his report. 


‘ 
o 


Master’s Report as to W. Zimmerman. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, (No. 2, fo. 179,) May —, 1879. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
v8. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY et als. 


The parties in interest are hereby notified that J. Ward Gurley, 
Jr., master, has this day filed his report in the matter of account 
between the complainant and W. Zimmerman, defendant. 


Master’s Report on Fees and Costs, etc. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 23rd, 1879. 


Myra CrLaRK GAINES 
v8. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY e als. 


The parties in interest are hereby notified that Chas. S. Rice, 
master, to whom reference was made to fix and determine the fees 
and costs of E. Sabourin, master, on met-s and bounds, fruits, and 
revenues against the defendants J. M. Journ, M. E. Pecora, Jean 
Laire, James Beers, Mrs. J. Bompast, J. A. Laneuville, H. St. Paul 
and wife, J. P. Grandam, and E. Pigeon, has this day filed his re- 
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Master’s Report on the Boundaries of Certain Property. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 26th, 1879. 


ee 


Myra CLARK GAINES | 
v8. 3663. 
P. H. MonssEAvux et als. 


The parties interested in this case are hereby notified that Ernest 
Sabourin, master in chancery, to whom this case was referred by 
order of court of 20th June, 1878, to determine the boundaries of 

the portions of a certain property held by the defendants 
6530 hereinafter named, with the rents and revenues and value 

of use thereof, has this day filed 13 several reports made by 
him as to the defendants, namely, Isidore E. +l Henry Peter, 
~ John Johnson, Fillette Bonseigneur, Widow F. J.J. Renoy, Murville 
Cheval, Joseph Castanedo, Francois T. Bigot, Alex. M Agalesto, 
Francois Roumieu, Mrs. Celine Ravanal, Jean Pierre Siffrent, and 
- Mrs. Elfen Phillips. 


Master's Report as to Boundaries, etc. F 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, May 31st, 1879. 


Myra CrarK GAINES ) ot,’ 


v8. No. 3663. 
P. H. Monsseavux et als. j 


ee} parties in interest in this case are hereby — that E. Sabourin, : 
master in chancery, to whom this case was referred by order of court 
20th ‘June, 1878, to determine the bounderies of the portions of a 
rtain held by the defendants hereinafter named, with the 
uts and revenues and value of use thereof, has this day filed: there | 
everal reports made by him as to said defendants, namely: Madame 
. Barzanac, F. F. Randon, and the Heirs of Michel Lorez. : 


Se enema, meagan “es 


Master's Report as to Boundaries, etc. 
-Bntry in Chancery Order. Book, May 31st, 1879. 
Myra CiarKk Gaines 
P. F. hilary et als. 
a8 io in is aground this case are hereby notified that Ernest 


held b ee defendants herein- 
ret imps value of use thereof, has 
| i mete by him as to the said defend- 
i, Octavie Freret, Mrs. M. A. H 
Mrs. L. Colomb, Jos. 
Dejau. 
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Master's Report as to Joseph de Fuentes. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, June 4th, 1879. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) , 


v8. . 3663. 
P. H. Monsseavx et als. § 


The parties in interest are notified that J. Ward Gurley, Jr., mas- 
ter, has this day filed his report in the matter of account between the 
complainant and Joseph de Fuentes, defendant. 


6531 Master’s Report as to Fees & Costs, etc. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, June 5th, 1879. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 


' OB. 
P. F. AGNELLY e¢ als. 


The parties in interest are notified that Chas. S. Rice, master, to 
whom this case was referred to fix and determine the fees and costs 
of E. Sabourin, master, on met-s and bounds, and fruits and rev- 
enues, against the defendants, viz., Heirs D. B. Macarty, Arthur 
Dejan, Est. H. Tricon, Aristide Carlon, Mrs. L. Colomb. Octavie 
Freret, Mrs. M. A. Hopkins, Jos. E. Latil, J. T. D. Lefebre, and John 
Nunan, has this day filed his report. 


Master’s Report as to Fees, Costs, ete. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, June 5th, 1879. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 


v8. 3663 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. 


The parties in interest are notified that Chas. S. Rice, master, to 
whom this case was referred to fix and determine the fees and costs 
of E. Sabourin, master, on metes and .bounds, and fruits and rev- 
enues, against the defendants, viz., A. M. Aglanto, Fillette Bonseig- 
neur, F. T. Bigot, Joseph Castanedo, Murville Cheval, Widow F. J. 
J. Renoy, Mrs. Ellen Philips, Henry Peter, Mrs. Celine Ravenal, 
Jean P. Siffrent, Isidore E. Pinsard, John Johnson, F. Roumieu, 
Madame A. Bazanac, F. F. Rendon, and Heirs of Michel Lorenz, 
has this day filed his report. 


Master’s Reports as to Metes & Bounds, Rents & Profits, etc. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Aug. 23rd, 1879. 
Myra CrarK GAINES 
v8. 
P. H. Monsseavux et als. 


The parties in interest are hereby notified that 
ter, has this day, pursuant to an order of the court o: 
June, 1879, filed his separate reports as to metes 


A RE A NS a cab 
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statement of the account of the rents and profits, and value for use, 
accrued and accruing, &e., between the complainant and each of the 
following named detendants, to wit: Peter Muller, Joseph Bermond, 
Auguste St. Armant, Francis EK. Ney, Louis Aron, J. F. B. Combet, 
Mrs. Felix Forstall, Edward Guillot, Louis E. Nee, J. B. Robertson, 
Mrs. P. O. Peyroux, Mrs. Melchoir Michel, Ferdinand Tromson, Mrs. 
J.C. de St. Romes. 


6592 Answer of | ee Gasquet and Honore Pottier. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, Noy. 13th, 1879. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 


vs. » 2OOD. 
Ciry or NEw Onteans. J 


“PJ. Gasquet and Honore Pottier, named as defendants in the 
answer herein filed by Henry Ellerman on June 11, 1879, and as 
< , J ‘ 4 < , ; wy « «ct 
such sited,” have this day, by Henry C. Miller and Branch kK. 
Miller, their solicitors, filed their answer in the cause. 


Master's Report as to fees, ete. 
Mntry in Chancery Order Book, Noy. 25th, 1879. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. . 36638. 


P. H. Monssreaux et als. J 
The parties in interest are hereby notified that C. S. Rice, master, 


to whom was referred to fix the fees of I. Sabourin, master, as per 
order of November 19th, 1879, has this day filed. his report. 


Bill as Confessed against Mrs. Eb. W. Glenny & I. £. 
[lushand. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, March 5th, 1880. 


Glenny, her 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
*vyeyeed 
Us. > spol ded. 


P. LH. Monsseacux ef als. | 
On petition revivor. 


On motion of Wm. R. Mills, solicitor for the complainant herein, 
and it appearing that the defendants herein, Mrs. Emma Walton 
Glenny, and Isaac E. Glenny, her husband, have been, respectivel™, 
duly served with process of subpoena, and have failed to enter their 
appearance to the said complainant’s bill of .revivor within the 
legal delays, it is therefore ordered that the Said bill of revivor be, 
and the same is hereby, taken as in all matters and things confessed 
by the said defendants. 
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Answer of Mrs. Kkimma Walton, Wife of Isaac Kk. (ili ity). 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, March 16th, 1SS0. 


Myra CLAnK GAINES 
VS, . 3663. 


P. H. Monsseaux ef als. J 


Mrs. Emma Walton, wife of Isaac FE. Glenny, by Henry C. M. 
Miller, her solicitor, has this day filed answer to the complainant’s 
bill of complaint. 


Replication lo Answer of De fe ndant by Complainant. 
Entry in Chancery Order Book, March 19th, 1Ss0. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 


vs. 5065. 
P. H. Monsseaux et als. | 
6533 Myra Clark Gaines, complainant herein, by Wm. Reed 


Mills, her solicitor, has this day filed her replication to the 
answer of Emma Walton, wife of Isaac EF. Glenny. 


Appearance of Marie Aron, Wife of Frederick Ney, and others, De- 
fendants, to Bill of Revivor. 


Entry in Chancery Order Book, June 7th, 1880. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. 5663. 
P. H. Monsseacx ef als. 


Marie Aron, wife of Frederick Ney, and Frederick Ney, and 
Frederick Ney in his capacity of and as natural tutor of his minor 
children, by Jerome Meniter, their solicitor, have this day entered 
their appearance to the complainant’s bill of revivor. 


Bill of Decree pro confesso against Marie Aron et als., Defend’ts. 
Entry in Chaneery Order Book, Noy. 5th, 1SS0. 


Myra CLARK GAINES | 
vs. . No. 3665. 
P. H. Mowsseacx ef als. J 


On motion of Wm. H. Wilder, solicitor of complainant, and on 
suggesting that Marie Arons, wife of Francis Ney, Francis Ney, 
frederick Ney, natural tutrix, in his capacity as such, of Louis, Fred- 
erick, Bertha, Josephine, Henry, Francis, Walter, Leon, John, Paul, 
Warren, and Sidney Joseph Ney, minor children, issue of his 
marriage with Louisa Arons, and duly served with subpeena in 
chancery on the 20th day of May, 1880, requiring them to appeaa 
on the first Monday of June, and answer said bill of revivor, and 
have failed to plead, answer, or demur to said bill, be taken as con- 
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fessed, and that a dereree pro confesso be, and the same is hereby, 
rendered against them according to the prayer of said bill. 


65384 Record of suit of Mvra Clark Gaines vs. P. F. Agnelly et als., 

No. 6085 of this court. Offered in evidence by Defendant 

November 9, 1880, and partially offered by Gomplainant August 
18th, 1880. : 


Bill of Complaint. Filed February 12th, 1870. aa 


Mrya CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. ~No. GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY et als. J 


To the honorable the judges of the United States circuit court, fifth 
circuit and district of Louisiana, sitting in equity : 

Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, residing 
in Brooklyn, in said State, brings this her bill in equity against the 
following defendants, each of whom is a citizen of the State of Louis- . 
lana, «nd residing in said district, to wit: 

P. I. Agnelly, A. Ambrose, Jacob Badenger, Eusube Bouney, Eliza 
Boutte, M. A. Braman, Stephen Budette, Charles Beaumont, J. H. 
Brinkman, William Buchanan, Binete Barrach, John Bonneau, 
Pierre Casanave, C. Chadue, Francis Carrier, Stephen Etienne Cas- 
sard, Mrs. T. E. Canty, John M. Crawford, Estate of Etienne Cassard, 
A. Catola, Ferdinand Comangier, James M. Coiles, Auguste Dupa- 
quier, Louis A. Dubourg, O. De! uys, Charles N. Duby, Charles Dan- 
tonnette, George Fry, George Fenwick, Paul Fourchy, Jean Gazen, 
Anna Ganter, Francis Geguron, B. Geloy, John Hearer, Louis Har- 
tenstine, Manuel O. Hanlon, O. FE. Hall, Ulgar Hl. Holmes, H. D. 
Hopkins, C. M. Ilopkins, Pierre Jourdan, Gotsfried Jacobi, J. Jac- 
quette, J. Jacquinard, Arthur Kidd, Francis Lacroix, Widow Lubel, 
Charles Lewis, T. B. Lee, Jean Labbe, Mrs. A. Narcisse Landry, ¢ 
Landry, Jolin L. Laise, John J. Laise, Miss Nanev Lewis, J. R. May- 

lish, minor; A. Meunier, Theodore Morano, Marcus Mullier, Jo- 
6955 seph Madron, J. B. Noel, Martin Ostringer, A. IL. Porte r, Jean 
Porter, John Pemberton, Norbert Pascan, Felix Pichon, Felix 
Pithon, T. J. Polman, Joseph Pierre, William Robert, Felix Robin, 
Lewis Roger, Estate of P. H. Rousseau, James Renchart, John Swit- 
zer, Thomas Saux, Peter Santamant, Gaston de-Serre, Robert Simeon, 
W. Gr. Sennotte, C. C. Sampson, Bertrand Saux, Mrs. Henry St. Paul, © 
Antonio Sellers, Lewis St. John, Wm. Sommer, Louis Surgi, Eliza- 
beth Shallach, John Smith, A. Sigrest, Widow Peter Fouglet, Widow 
J. Tricou, James Titus, Oscar Valleton, Joachim Viosea, Sen’r; John 
Witly, Widow Valentine Wilhelm, Mrs. Philip Wilman, P. S. Wiltz, 
Thomas Wiltz, Helena Zennon, Edmund Able, Widow Mamie Are- 
ton, sometimes called Arreetan; Charles Borie, Joseph Biers, some- 
times called James Beers; Pierre Bordes, Joseph Bruneau, Mrs. C. 
Bourgeau, Jean Bazac, Wid. R. Brugier, Mrs. V. Bertonnier, Maria 
Hortense Bousset, Joseph Bompart, Aristide Carlon, Robert C. Cle- 
burne, J. B. Chauvin, C. Chauvin, Antoine Chauvin, Widow L. Co- 
lomb, Manuel Custeen, Arthur Dejean, FE. G. Douyillier, J. A. Dou- ° 
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villier, Antoine Doriocourt, Mrs. Drouant, Eugene Dumand, George 
b. Eberling, J. & J.C. Davidson, Manuel Elliott, Widow Evenard, 
. Freret, Mrs. Felix J. Forstal, Lucien Franciene, Jean Freedeau, 
Auguste Fouchee, Mrs. J. V. Gottschalk, Jolin E. Gabaroche, Pal- 
mvra-Gravier, Edward Guillot, Jean B. Grandam, Widow J. Galla- 
gher, Patrick Gallagher, A. Gautier, Mrs. Joseph Hopkins, Prosper 
Hloward, Mathias Iléerde, Henry I. Hall, Leopold ILewlett, Prosper 
Howell, J. W. Harrison, William Ilarrison, Jean Maria Journe, 
Louis Jessum, L.S. Jardinier, L. D. Kernion, Il. Kellogg, Eugene 
Kabasse, Charles Lesseps, Jean Lavie, Joseph Letticre, Wid. R. Lo- 
cul, Alexander Lamy, Joseph Labat, Alice Lanchayx, sometimes 
called Alice Lacroix; Leontine Lanchaux, sometimes called Leontine 
Lacroix: Leoline Lanchaux, sometimes called Leoline Lacroix: J. 
A. Laneeville, Ferman Lavasseur, J. B. Lawson, Mrs. Melchoir Mi- 
chel, Francis Mereadel, Mrs. Jaques Muller, D. Bb. McCarty, George 
Musbach, Charles D. Monsabert, D.C. North, sometimes called 
David B. North; John Numan, Francis Ney, Jean Ollie, Mrs. Eugene 


‘Pigeon, Henry Peychaud, Madeline E. Pecora, Joseph Prosper, A. J. 


Phelps, Michael A. Peyroux, Victor Perilliat, William R. Stuart, Wid. 

P. Rochefort, Auguste Renecourt, Wid. J. C. de St. Romes, 
6936 Henry Rhoder, Jacob Rodzsung, Albert Richard, Jean Razar, 

Estate of Rodolph Rousseau, Francis Rochereaux, B. Saloy, 
J.B. Slawson, Wid. Louisa EK. Saurez, Fred. Schumacher, Estate of 
Hippolite Tricou, Mathilda Thibaut, Jos. Tanegano, Mathilda 
Theard, Hubert Treille, B. O. Vignaud, Emanuel Valerie, Wid. 
Charles Walsh, Z Wentzel, A. W. Roberts, Anna Williams, Mada- 
line Wiltz, P. S. Wiltz, Zennerman Wentzel, Mrs. A. E. Richards, 
Richards and Marsh, whose first names are to your oratrix un- 
known, Jolin Compton, Jefferson Wells, curator of Mrs. T. J. Wells, 
Mrs. V. N. Murphy, The Heirs of Mrs. E. E. Jackson, whose names 
are to your oratrix unknown, J. C. Pickens, Joseph Robin, Juan 
Alphonso, Joseph Guerero, Wid. Cataline Alres, Joseph Asivedo, 
Juan Gonzales, Wid. Juan Morales, Gregoire Asivedo, Andrew 
Dubuch, Doctor I. Labatut, Edward VP. Scott, Dr. Wim. EF. Walker, 
6. 8: Bergeron, Wid. J. B. ergeron, J. b. Bergeron, wdmiinistrator 
of J. B. Bergeron, deceased, William Hargroder, Joseph B. Moore, 
Lewis Moore, J.B. Kidder, Benjamin Kidder, Joseph Mouton, Wes- 
ley Singleton, FE. HL. Singleton, Thomas Singleton, Benjamin Smith, 
J. B. Bergeron, as administrator of his aunt, Edvise Bergeron, de- 
ceased, Doctor A. Hinson, Evariste Lapene, Sen'r, Kvariste Lapene, 
Jr.. B. Abadie, Mrs. Edward 8S. Audler, Wid. Clothilda Bertonlin, 
Charles Bergner, Evariste J. L. Blane, G. A. Bauman, Rudolph 
Huberwald, John: M. Crawford, Francis Coquet, Thomas Cripps, 
Widow Campbell, Mrs. W. I. Chapman, Miss Helen Chipley, Jean 
Carambat, Charles A. Carriere, Alfred Delaup, Louis Davigneau, 
Charles Demarest, Mrs. Osmen Doremus, wife of Arthur Victor 
Casanova, Cyprian Dufour, Mrs. Sarah Ann Gaines, Jules Hathier, 
W. Hl. Johnson, John Joseph Klan, Eulalia Laffiteau, J. Simon 
Meilleur, Jacques Marque, John MeGuinness, Anna ©. G. de Monsa- 
bert, Isaac Magendo, D. Poury, Wid. Romela, Victor de St. Romes, 


John Remele, Wid. John Smith, T. Serementero, A. L. Tissot, J.-C. 
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Vanwincekle, Ff. Harth, John Nouens, Louis St. John, FE. B. Lehman, 
Wm. Chambers and G. W. Ilynson, executors of Josiah Cole, de- 


ceased ; J. M. Brunett, Pierre Brunnett, Mary C. MeMurray, Wid. 

of M. HL. Devereau, Thomas Robertson, N. Dabon and J. J. La- 

moine, John Diamond and J. J. Jaudot, James Keating, Elizabeth 
Minturn and Alonzo Minturn, Eliza Paul Seneeal, J. Lefebre 

6537 and J. Trolet, Nicholas Fitzsimmons, Valmont Bacas, lelicia 
Bacas, and Amelia Baeas. 

And thereupon your oratrix complains and says: That Daniel 
Clark, late of the city of New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana, at 
the time of his death being seized in fee simple and lawfully pos- 
sessed of certain lands and negro slaves, rights, credits, and other 
property of great value, did, on or about the thirteenth day of July, 
in the year eighteen hundred and thirteen (1813), duly make, exe- 
cute, and publish his last will and testament in writing; thereupon, 
amongst other things, acknowledged your oratrix to be his legiti- 
mate and only child, and bequeathed to her all the estate, whether 
real or personal, of which he might be possessed, subject only to 
the payment of certain legacies thereinafter named. And that the 
said testator did, in and by his last will and testament, constitute 
and appoint Francois Dusnan de la Croix, James Pitot, and Joseph 
D). D. Bellechasse executors thereof, and did also appoint mad con- 
stitute the said de la Croix tutor to your oratrix. And that the 


said testator departed this life on or about thé sixteenth day of 


August, in the vear 1813, not having revoked or annulled the said 
will and testament, or the provisions therein for the benefit of your 
oratrix as aforesaid, but leaving the said will, and every part and 


portion thereof, in full feree and effect. And after the death of 


said testator, to wit, on or about the eighteenth day of January, 
1855, your oratrix applied to the second district court of New 
Orleans (the court having jurisdiction of said matters) for the 
probate of the said will: that upon the hearing of the application 
of your oratrix, the said court rejected the same. That afterwards, 


in due time, the said cause was appealed to the supreme court of 


the State of Louisiana. Whereupon, after due proceedings, the 
supreme court reversed the judgment of the said second district court, 
and, proceeding to render such judgment as should have been ren- 
dered by the lower court, ordered, adjudged, and deereed that the 
said will of Daniel ¢ lark, dated July 15th, 1815, as set forth in the 
petition of your oratrix, be recognized as his last will and testament, 

and that it be received, recorded, and executed as such; that 
69558 on the 25rd day of February, 1856, the mandate of the said 

supreme court was filed and recorded in the said second 
district court, and the said will was duly recorded in the book of 
wills of said court on the 23rd day of February, 1856, in book 10, 
p. 807; all of which will more fully appear from a copy of said 
will and the probate thereof, as follows : 


“¢ 


“¢ 


THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS Vs. MYRA CLARK GAINES. O07 


STATE OF LOUISIANA: 
Second District Court of New Orleans. 
Nuecession of Daniel Clark. 


On the application of Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines for the proof of the 
will of Daniel Clark, No. S646. 
Petition filed 15th January, 1855. 
(Signed) OCTAVE MOREL, 
Deputy CVerk:. 


To the honorable the second district court of New Orleans: 


The petition of Myra Clark Gaines, who resides in the city and 
State of New York, respectfully represents that on the 16th day of 
August, A. D. 1813, Daniel Clark, then residing in New Orleans, 
departed this life, leaving no descendants exeept your petitioner, 
who is the daughter of said deceased. That on the 15th day of 
July, 1815, the said Daniel Clark made his last will, which was in 
substance and to the effect following : 


NEW Orn LeEANs, July 15th, 1815. 

“Tn the name of God, amen: I, Daniel Clark, of New Orleans, do 
make this my last will and testament : 

“ Imprimis I order that all my just debts shall be paid. 

“Second. I do hereby acknowledge that my beloved Myra, who is 
now living in the family of Samuel b. Davis, is my legitimate and 
only daughter, and that I leave and bequeath unto her, the said 
Myra, all the estate, whether real or personal, of which I may die 
possessed, subject only to the payment of certain legacies hereinafter 
named. 

“Third. It is my desire that my friend, Chevalier Francois 
Dusnan de la Croix, shall have the charge of my said daughter 
Myra, and I do appoint and constitute him tutor to her. 

“Fourth. | give and bequeath unto my mother, Mary 

65939 Clark, now or recently of Germantown, in the State of Penn- 

sylyania, an annuity of two thousand dollars, which is to be 

paid out of my estate during her life; I further give and bequeath 

an annuity of five hundred dollars to Caroline DeGrange until she 

arrives at the age of majority, after which I give and bequeath her 
a legacy of five thousand dollars. 

“Fifth. I hereby nominate and appoint my friends, Francois 
Dusnan de la Croix, James Pitot, and Joseph D. D. Bellechasse, my 
executors, with full power to execute this my last will, and to settle 
everything relating to my estate.” 


Petitioner further avers that the said will contained other lega- 
cies and dispositions; that said testator gave a legacy of 85,000 to a 
son of said Pitot, and another of 85,000 to a son of Mr. De buys, 
both of New Orleans; he also provided for the freedom and main- 
tenance of his slave, Lubin. In his said will the said Clark made 
an inventory of his estate, with explanations of his business rela- 
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tions, and gave instructions to the said tutor de la Croix in regard 
to the edueation of your petitioner. 

She further represents that the said will was an olographie one, 
wholly written, dated, and signed by the testator, in his proper hand- 
writing, and at the death of the said Clark was left among his papers 
at his residence. That after his decease diligent search was made 
for said will but the same could not be found, nor hasit been since, and 
it was either mislaid, lost, or destroyed ; that the destruction of said 
will has prevented her from giving the contents thereof with any 
greater certainty than as set forth herein above. 

Petitioner further shows that two of the above-named executors, 
Messrs. Bellechasse and Pitot, are dead ; that the said de la Croix, 
the other, is indisposed to accept the executorship of ‘said will, and 
that no presumptive heirs of said Clark reside in this State. 

She further shows that at the decease of said Clark, and for many 
years after,she was a minor, wholly ignorant of her rights under said 
will, and that after she arrived at the age of majority and was made 
acquainted with the matters aforesaid, she instituted a suit on the 

ISth of June, 1834, in the probate court of New Orleans, for 
6540 ‘the purpose of proving the said will, but the said suit was 

dismissed as in case of non-suit, on the Sth day of June, 
1836, without any fault of vour petitioner. 

That in the year 1836 she instituted suit by bill in chancery in 
the circuit court of the United States for the eastern district of Lou- 
islana to set up said will, and enforce her rights as universal legatee 
under the same; but that the Supreme Court of the United States 
dismissed her claims under the said will,as in ease of non-suit, with- 
out deciding on the merits of the cause, and without the fault of 
your petitioner. 

Wherefore she prays that this honorable court would fix a day, 
place, and hour for the proot of the said will, and after all due pro- 
ecedings, such as the law requires, that the same may be recorded 
and its execution ordered, and for general relief she will ever pray, Ke. 


(Signed) Pk. BONFORD, 
Ks SMILEY & PERIN, 
“ MOISE & RANDOLPH, 


Attorneys for Petitioners. 
Order. 


Let the will within referred to be proved before me on Saturday, 
the 27th day of January, 1855, at 10 o’clock a. m. 


(Signed) J. N. LEA, Judge. 


Decree of the Supreme Court of the State of Louisiana. 
Monpba Y,-December 17th 1855, 

[t is therefore ordered, adjudged, and deereed by the court that 
the judgment of the lower court be avoided and reversed, and pro- 
ceedings to render such judgments as should have been: rendered in 
the lower court, it is ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the will of 
Daniel Clark, dated “ New Orleans, July thirteenth, eighteen hun- 


el 
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dred and thirteen,” as set forth in the plaintiffs petition, be recog- 
nized as his last will and testament, and the same ts ordered to be 
recorded and executed as such, and it is further ordered and 
decreed that Francois Dusnan de la Croix be confirmed as. tes- 
tementary executor of said last will and testament, and that letters 
testementary issue to the said De la Croix, and the costs of this pro- 
ceeding be borne by the succession, 

A true copy. 

Clerk’s office, New Orleans, February 26th, 1856. 

(Signed) EUGENE LASSERE, Clerk. 


Gotl Decree of the SUPLENE Court of the State of Louisiana. 


Monpay, February 18th, 1856. 
[t is therefore ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the judgement 
heretofore pronounced by us in this case be amended by adding to 
the same words: “ Reserving to said Richard Relf the right, if any 
he have, to oppose said will in any manner allowed by law, as fully 
as fully as he could have done had he not been a party to these pro- 
ceedings.” 
A true copy. 
New Orleans, February 23rd, 1856. 
(Signed) KUGENE LASSERE, Clerk. 


And your oratrix further showeth unto your honors that the whole 
estate of the said Daniel Clark, by the laws of the State of Louis- 
jana, and in pursuance of the said last will vested in your oratrix 
on the death of said testator, subject only to the payment of the 
debts and specific legacies contained in said last will and testament, 
that the said defendants, on or about the — day of , In the year 
IS19, after the death of the said Daniel Clark, and while your ora- 
trix was a minor, took possession of and have ever since held and 
retained for their own use and benefit the following property of the 
suid Daniel Clark bequeathed to your oratrix as aforesaid, with the 
buildings and improvements thereon, and have enjoyed the rents 
and profits of the same ever since ; that Is to say— 

1. A tract of land on the Gentilly road, in the City of New Or- 
leans, parish of Orleans, and State of Louisiana, lying between the 
Gentilly road, the Canal Marigny, and Treasurer street-, and on both 
sides of Spain street, being about twenty-two arpents front on Gen- 
tilly road, as by plan of Allan D. Demicourt, dated April 21, 1856, 
being the same land purchased by Daniel Clark from J. B. Dejean 
by acts passed before M. D’Armas, notary public, on the 3rd and 
lith July, 1812, and 24 February, 1515, and from R. Clark Smyths 
by act before John Lynd, notary public, in 1815, as per said notary’s 
records of that year, page 6%. 

2. A tract of land containing about one hundred and thirty-five 
acres, more or less, situated in the quarter of the Bayou St. John, in 
the said City of New Orleans, bounded by the Canal Carondelet, 
Dorgenois, and Bellechasse streets by land; that in 1521 was owned 
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by Mrs. Henry and Evariste Blane, and by the Bayou St. 

6542 John, according to a plan of said land drawn by Joseph Pilié, 

dated August 20, 1821, annexed to an act of sale of said tr net 

made by Richard Relf and Beverly Chew, as executors of Daniel 

Clark, to Evariste Blanc, and passed before P. Pedesclaux, notary 

public, October 50th, 1821, now of record in said Pedesclaux’s nota- 

rial records, said land having been acquired by the said Daniel 
Clark in his lifetime from Nicholas Maria Vidal by act before ¢ 

Himinas or Pedesclaux, notary public, on or about July 24th, 1804. 

A tract of land in the parish of St. Landry, in the State of Lou- 


isiana, on the Bayou Plaquemine Brulee, having a front thereon of 
forty arpents by forty arpents deep, bounded on one sikle by land of 


the wife of J. Blachman Lee, and on the other by Doctor Donovan, 
being the same land purchased by Daniel Clark aforesaid, of Nar- 
cisse Brouten, by act before L. Pedesclaux, notary public, on the 21st 
January, 1506. 

4. \ certain tract of land in the parish of Rapides, in the State of 
Louisiana, on both sides of Bayou Beoeuff, extending from Bayou 
Clear to C heney ville, and being eighty arpents wide, ‘and being the 

same land bought by William Miller and Alexander Fulton, of the 
( ‘hoctaw, Biloxi, and | ascayoula Indiana, May 14, 1802, and after- 
terwards sold by said Miller and Fulton to Daniel C lark, on the 16th 
March, 1804, and on the 10 June, 1806, and known ¢ as the Indian 
purchase on Bayou Beeuff; a plan of which is published in the 
“American State Papers,” vol. 2 
Anundivided halfofa tract of land containing fourteen thousand 
eight hundred arpents, lying and being upon the Bayou Terre aux 
Bee uff, in the parish of St. Bernard, in the State of Louisiana, having 
seventy arpents front on the right side of the bayou, and three hun- 
dred arpents froyt on the left side of the bayou, and forty arpents 
deep and extending from the lands of Lorenzo, in 1812, downwards, 
on the left side of the bayou, and on the right side frony lands of 
Alonzo Diego, in 1812, to the entrance of the bayou leading to the 
Lake Levy, being purchased by said Clark from I. D. Delacroix, 
and a portion of it being upon a plan of Louis Bringier, of April 12, 
1828, annexed to anactto Francisco Alphonso. Said act from Dela- 
croix to Clark being in the office of Octave De Armas, notary public, 
dated a 27, 1805. 
A certain lot of ground in the City of New Orleans, in the 
6543 Bis bounded by Burgundy, St. Peter, Rampart, and Tou- 
louse streets, conveyed to the said Daniel Clark by James 
P ry by act before P. Pedesclaux, notary public, February 24, 1813. 
A certain lot of ground in the City of New Orleans on Royal 
vision, between St. Peter and Toulouse streets, being Nos. 184 and 
186, in 1840, on said Royal street, and being the s same described in 
the will of Rene Le Monier, book 6, page 321, in the records of wills 
for the parish of Orleans, and being the same conveyed to Daniel 
Clark by James Pitot by act before P. Pedesclaux, notary public, 
Kebruary 24, 1815, having thirty fect front on Royal street by one 
hundred and twenty feet deep,and bounded in 1813, on one side, by 


: 
! 


‘ 
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land of Madam Lanties, and on the other by land of Misses Grand- 
champ and Monier. 

8. A certain tract of land in the “district of Altakapos,” inp the 
State of Louisiana, containing one league square, situated seven leagues 
from the parochial church, and fronting on the Bayou Teche, Cross 
Bayou and Frisilier, according to a plan made by George Trudeau 
on the 28th July, 1796 ; which land was purchased by Daniel Clark 
and Patrick Morgan, of Gaspar Debuys, by act before Narcisse Brou- 
tin, notary public, 3 September, 1805. | 

A certain tract of land containing four hundred and eighty 
arpents in the county of Washita, on Bayou La Cheniere, in the 
State of Louisiana, which was granted to Juan Felhiol by Governor 
Gayoso de Lemos, and surveyed Sept. 18, 1797, and purchased by 
said Daniel Clark from said Filhiol by act, before P. Pedeselaux, 
notary public, on the 11 June, 1806. 

i0. A certain tract of land containing four hundred arpents, in 
the county of Washita, on Bayou La Cheniere, in the State of Louis- 
iana, granted to Juan Filhiol by Don Juan Vontura Morales on the 
3 of August, 1802, and conveyed by said Filhiol to said Daniel 
Clark by “act before Pierre Pedesclaux, notary public, on the 11th of 
June, 1806. 

11. A certain tract of land lying and being in the parish of La- 
fourche, in the State of Louisiana; fronting six arpents on the left 
bank of Bayou Lafourche by forty arpents in depth, adjoining, at 

one time, the upper and lower limits of the land of Lewis 
6544 Hacher, being the same land which was conveyed to said 

Daniel Clark by Louis Deconessin on the 4th January, 1809, 
by act before Narcisse Broutin, notary publie. 

12. A certain tract of land lying and_ being in the city of New 
Orleans, bounded by Dorgenois and Bellechasse streets, a part of St. 
John street; the Bayou St. Jolin, St. Jolin route and Gentilly road, 
and particularly described upon a plan of said land made by Lafon 
and deposited in the office of P. Pedesclaux, notary public, June 9, 
1809, which land was acquired by said Daniel Clark from Nicholas 
Maria Vidal, by act before L. 'T. Caire, notary public, July 24, 1804, 
and from Louis Antoine Blane, by act before W. 'T. Christy, notary 
public, January 25, 1805, and from Armond Magnon, by acts before 
said Caire, July 15, 1807, and August 22, 1809, and from J. J. Blache, 
by act before said Christy, July 23, 1507. 

15. A square of ground in the City of New Orleans, parish of Or- 
leans and State of Louisiana, bounded by Poydras, Circus, Perdido, 
and Phillippi streets, acquired by the said Daniel Clark in his life- 
time from G. T. Ross, by act before P. Pedesclaux, notary public, on 
the 20th August, 1807. 

And your ‘oratrix further shows that the particular portions and 
lots of said land so taken possession of and claimed by said defend- 
ants separately, the time when each took possession of the same, the 
title and claim of title by which each pretends to hold, the date 
from which they have received rents and revenues from the same, 
and the annual amounts of such rents and revenues are unknown 
to your oratrix ; that the facts touching all these matters are material 
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to the ease of your oratrix, and that the discovery of them by each 
of said defendants is indispensable as proof. 

And your oratrix further shows that said Daniel Clark made ; 
provisional will in the vear 1811, in which he made his mother, 
Mary Clark, his universal legatee, and one Richard Relf and Beverly 
Chew his executors; that said will of 1511 was probated in’ the 
City of New Orleans and said Relf and Chew qualified as 
executors; that said willof IS11 was revoked by the = afore- 
said will of 1815; that said Chew has departed this life, and all the 
rights and duties of said Relf, as executors, have expired; that said 

Mary Clark, the universal legatee under said will of 1811, 
645 departed this life many vears since, and all ber heirs and 

legatecs reside without the jurisdiction of this hongrable 
court. 

That James Pitot and D. D. Bellechasse, named as executors of 
sald will of 1815, departed this life before the probate thereof; that 
Francois Dusnan de la Croix, the other executor, refused to qualify 
as executor under said will of 1815, and in now dead, and there is 
now no qualified or acting executor, administrator, or curator of the 
estate of said Daniel Clark. 

And your oratrix further showeth that she has several times ap- 
plied to the said defendants to deliver to her the said property and 
account for the rents and revenues of the same. And your oratrix 
has well hoped that the said defendants would have complied there- 
with, as in equity and good conscience they ought to have done. 

But now so it is, may it please your honors, the said de ‘fendants, 
to injure and oppress your oratrix, now absolutely refuse to deliver 
said property to your oratrix, or to pay or account to her fer 
the rents and revenues of the same, or the interest due thereon, 
sometimes pretending that one Richard Relf and one Beverly Chew 
sold said property to ‘the defendants, as testame htoryv exec utors of a 
will of the said Daniel Clark, made in the year 1811, which had 
been admitted to probate in the probate court for the parish and City 
of New Orleans, and as attorneys-in-fact for one Mary Clark, the 
devisee in said will of 1811 named ; and that they, the said defend- 
ants became the purchasers of the said property, for a full and val- 
uable consideration, and without notice of any revocation or inva- 
lidity of said will, alleged to have been made by said Daniel Clark 
in IS11, and in which said Relf and Chew were named executors, 
and without notice of the rights and claims of any other person 
than the said Mary Clark, to the said estate of the said Daniel Clark, 
or any part thereof. And thereupon the said defendants insist. that, 
although the said will of 1811 may not have been the last will of 
said Daniel Clark, yet they should not be affected thereby; and that 
the titles acquired by them under the sales made by the said Relf 
and Chew are good and proper titles, and cannot be invalidated or 

disturbed in any manner by the revocation of said will of 1811, 
6946 by any claim or title your oratrix may have had or now has 
to said property or any portion thereof. And at other times 
the said defendants pretended to have acquired title to said property 
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by prescription, and that the right of action by your oratrix is barred 
by prescription. 

Whereas your oratrix expressly charges the contrary of all these 
pretences to be true, and that neither the said Relf nor Chew was 
the duly qualified executor of the said will of S11 at the time of the 
said sales, and their term of office as such pretended executors ex- 
pired previous to the date of any such sales, nor did any of them 
act legally in their assumed capacities of pretended executors of a 
will of the said Daniel Clark and attorneys of the said Mary Clark ; 
nor did they, or either of them, when acting in both or cither of 
said assumed capacities, observe or comply with the formalities or 
adopt the measures prescribed by law to give any validity or au- 
thority to any act or acts done or assumed to be done by them in 
such assumed capacities of executors or attorneys in relation to said 
estate of said Daniel Clark ; that a true and faithful inventory and 
a just appraisement by two duly appointed and sworn appraisers of 
the real and personal estate of the said Daniel Clark had not been 
made according to law by said Relf or Chew before said sales were 
made; that proper and legal orders to sell were not obtained by 
them from the judge authorized to make such order before said sales 
were made; that the said sales were made by private contract, and 
not at public sale, with legal notice, as the law required; that the 
money paid by said defendants for said property was not a full and 
valuable consideration for the same; that the said Mary Clark was 
not seized of any interest in the said property, nor in the actual pos- 
session of any part thereof, at the date of her said power of attorney 
or at the date of any such sales; that said Relf and Chew had not, 
nor had either of them, caused themselves, or either of them, to be 
duly recognized by a court of competent authority as the attorney 
or attorneys of said Mary Clark; that the pretended power of at- 
torney from said Mary Clark to said Relf and Chew was vague and 
general in its terms, and did not expressly authorize them, or either 
of them, to sell the property aforesaid, and for this purpose the said 

power of attorney was void and of no effect; that all the acts 
6547 of Relf and Chew in relation to the said sale of the said prop- 

erty to said defendants were Upon the face of the proceedings 
in the foregoing and many other respects illegal, informal, fraudu- 
lent, and void by the laws of the State of Louisiana, and so they 
were necessarily known to be by the said defendants at the time of 
their pretended purchase of said property ; and that the pretended 
will of IS11 had been revoked by said Daniel Clark and was of no 
validity, and that the making and existence of said last will of said 
Daniel Clark of 1815 were well known to said defendants at the 
time of their pretended purchase from said Relf and Chew, as afore- 
sald. 

And your orator charges that, according to the best of her infor- 
mation and belief, she became of age on the 51st day of December, 
in the year 1827; that in tender infaney, and before the death of 
the said Daniel Clark, she was removed from New Orleans to Phil- 
adelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania, and was one of the family 
and bore the name of Col. 8. Lb. Davis; that until about the time of 


Hon.. 
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her first marriage, to wit, with William M. Whitney, which was 


about the year 1832, she was kept in ignorance of her history, par- ) 
entage, rights, and even her name; that on becoming acquainted | 


with her parentage and rights, on or about 15th day of June, L854, 
she instituted suit in the probate court of New Orleans for the pur- 
pose of proving said last will of said Daniel Clark, but that said suit 
was dismissed, as in case of non-suit, on the Sth day of June, 1836, 
without any fault of your oratrix ; that on the 25th of July, 1836, 
your oratr!x instituted suit in the district court of the United States 
for the eastern district of Louisiana to set up the said will of 1813, 
and to entorce her rights under the same, and as heir-at-law of the 
said Daniel Clark, by bill in chancery against these defendants, 
among others, for this and other property ; that the Supreme Court 
of the United States, in 1514, held that the said will of 1815-should 
be proved in the probate court of the State before any title to prop- 
erty could be set up ander it, and her claim as heir-at-law finally | 
decided against her in April, 1852; and on the 18th day of Jan- 
uary, 1855, your oratrix filed her petition to have the said will of 
1813 of the said Daniel Clark probated, which was done on 
6548 the 17th of Decen.ber, 1855, received and recorded in the | 


second district court, as aforesaid, on the 25rd of February, 
1856. 

To the end thereof that the said defendants mey, if they can, ! 
show why your oratrix should not have the relief hereby prayed, - 
any may, upon their corporal oaths, according to the best and ut- 
most of their knowledge, information, remembrance, and belief, 
full, true, and perfect answer make to the several interrogatories 
hereinafter numbered and set forth, as by the note hereunder writ- 
ten they are required to answer, and that they answer all and sin- 
gular the matters and charges aforesaid, as fully and particularly 


in every respect as if the same were here again repeated, and they 

thereunto particularly interrogated. : | 
And that defendants may be decreed to hold said property as | 

trustees for your oratrix, and to make full discovery of the matters 


and things herein set forth, and that they may be decreed to deliver 

up to your oratrix the property hereinbefore named and described, 

together with the rents and revenues thereof, and -that an account 

be taken of the said rents and revenues from the time the said 

property was ‘taken possession of by said defendants, with interest 
thereon, and that said defendants be decreed to pay the same to 

your oratrix, and that your oratrix may have such further relief, T 
or may have such other relief as the nature of her case shall re- 

quire, and as shall be agreeable to equity. 

May it please your honors to grant unto your oratrix the writ of 
subpcena, issuing out of and under the seal of this honorable court, 
to be directed to the said defendants, commanding them by a cer- 
tain day, and under a certain penalty to be inserted, to be and appear 
before this honorable court and then and there to answer the prem- 


lemma 
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ises, and further to stand to and abide such order and decree therein 
as shall be agreeable to equity and good conscience. 
And your oratrix shall ever pray, &e. 
(Signed) RACE FOSTER AND ET. MERRICK, 
Solicitors. 


(Signed) MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


Note.—Each of the defendants are required to answer the an- 
nexed interrogatories, numbered : 


Interrogatory Ist. Whether the property mentioned and de- 

scribed in the foregoing bill of complaint was not a part and 

6049 portion of the estate of the said Daniel Clark, deceased, of 
which he died, seized and left at his death ? 

Interrogatory 2nd. Whether the said defendants, or either of 
them, claim to be the OWhCTrS of, or otherwise interested in, anv por- 
tion of said property? If yea, to what portion and by what right 
do they claim the ownership of, or any interest In, said property re- 
spectively ? Each is required to set forth at length, with metes and 
bounds, his right, title, and interest to the particular portion of said 
property claimed by him, with the legal evidence of the title an- 
nexed. 

Interrogatory 5d. Whether said property, or any part thereof, 
yields a revenue, and what portion, and what is the amount of such 
revenue annually; whether derived from rents, or how otherwise ; 
how long have the the said defendants held possession of, or derived 
a revenue from, that portion of said property held by each one of 
them, respectively, and what has the annual value of said rents and 
revenues amounted to, one year with another, since the date of the 
possession of said property held by them, respectively? 

Interrogatory 4th. Whether the defendants, or either of them, 
have sold or otherwise disposed of any of the property hereinabove 
described since the same was held or claimed by the said defend- 
ants, orany of them? If yea, what portion, and when, and how, 
and for what consideration the same was disposed of. 


6550 Subpeena in Chancery to John Compton. 


Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon John Compton, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then atid 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said John Compton and others are defendants. 

Iferein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 

x 
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Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 12th day of 
eb’y, in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94th year of American lidependence. 

[L. s.] (S’o"d) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may be 
tuken pro confesso. 

(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb’y 12, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and after diligent 
search and inquiry the within-named Jehn Compton could, not be 
found in the parish of Rapides, and was informed that he is dead. 

New Orleans, eb’y 25, 1870. 

(Signed) JOUN W. MUNDAY, 
Spec. Dy Marshal. 


: Subpcena in Chancery to Doctor A. Hinson. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Dr. A. Hinson, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Dr. A. Hinson and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endersement thereon how you have executed the same. — , 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 12th day of Feb’y, 
In the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the 94th vear of American Independence. 


it. &. (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confe S380. 

(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb’y 12, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 16th 
day of the same month and year served a copy of the within sub- 


peena in chancery on Dr. A. Hinson, def’t, named herein, by deliv- ’ 


ering the same to Mrs. Sophia H. [inson, his wife, a person over the 
age of 14 years, at his domicil in the parish of Washita, about 480 


—— | 
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miles from the City of New Orleans. The said Hinson being absent 
at the time of said service. All of which I learned by interrogating 
the said Mrs. Hinson. 

Monroe, La., Feb’y 16, 1870. 

(Signed) W. W. GRADY, 
Spee. Dy U.S. Marshal. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Heirs of Mrs. E. E. Jackson. 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

Your are hereby commanded to summon the heirs of Mrs. E. E. 
Jackson, citizens of the State of Loulsiana, tu appear before the hon- 
orable the judges of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of 
America, at a cireuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 
1S70, then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him 
and others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said the Heirs of Mrs. I. Ek. Jackson and 
others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of Ameriea, this 12th day of 
Feb’y, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Indepenpence. 


[i s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendants are hereby notified that they [are] required to 
enter their ap pearance in the elerk’s office of the United States cir- 
cuit court on or before the first Monday of April, 1S70; otherwise, 
the bill may be taken pro confesso. 

(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb’y 12, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 17th 
day, same month and year, served a copy of the within subpcena in 
chance ry on the heirs of Mrs. E. E. Jackson by delivering the same 
to Mrs. Sarah Furguson, one of the said heirs, in person, in the 
parish of Rapides, distant about 375 miles from this city. 


New Orleans, Feb’y 25, 1570. 
(Signed) JOHN W. MUNDAY, 


Spec. Ly Merial 
Subpeena in Chancery to Evariste Lapine, Jr. 
Uxrrep STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon Evariste Lapine, Jr., a 
citizen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
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judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of A merica, at 
a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Evariste Lapine, Jr., and others are de- 
fendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement theron how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. ( ‘hase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 12th day of 
february, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the '4th year of American Independence. 


[ue s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro conftesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return, 


Received Feb’y 14, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 21st 
day of the same month and year served . copy of the within sub- 
peena in chancery on Is variste Lapine, Jr., by delivering the same to 
him in person, near his domicil in the parish of Lafourche, about 
43 miles distant from this city. 

New Orleans, February 21, 1870. 

(Signed) CHAS. STEELE, 
Special Deputy Marshal. 


6551 Subpeena in Chancery to Mrs. V. M. Murphy. 


Unxirep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Mrs. V. M. Murphy, a 
citizen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at 
a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, 1s 
complainant, and said Mrs. V.M. Murphy and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Ilonorable Salmon P. Chase, Clief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 12th day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 vear of American Independence. 


hes] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that she [is] required to enter 
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her appearance in the clerk’s otlice of the United States cireult court 
on or before the first Monday of April, 1870; othewise, the bill may 
be taken pro confe SSO, 
(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb’y 12, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 17th 
day, same month and year, served a copy of within subpeena in 
chancery on Mrs. V. M. Murphy, named herein, by delivering the 
same to her, in person, in the parish of- Rapides, distant about : Sv 
miles from this city. 

New Orleans, Feb’y 25, 1570. 

(Signed) JOIN W. MUNDAY, 
Spec. Dy Marshal. 
Subpcena in Chancery to J. C. Pickens. 
Unirep STates OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon J. C. Pickens, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said J.C. Pickens and others are defendants. 

Herein tail not, and have you then and there this writ, with vonr 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 12th day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] (Signed) Db. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s oflice of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 

(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal's Return. 


Received Feb’y 12, 1570, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 17th 
day, same month and vear, served a copy of the within subpeena in 
chancery on J. C. Pickens, named herein, by leaving the same at his 
domicil in the parish of Rapides, in the hands of Mrs. Pickens, his 
wife, a person over 14 years old, whose given name I did not ascer- 
tain, the said J.C. Pickens being absent at the time of service, & was 
so informed by his wife. Distance from said domicil to this city is 
about SSO miles. 

New Orleans, Feb’y 25, 1870. 

(Signed) JOHN W. MUNDY, 
Spec. Dy Marshat. 
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Subpeena in Chancery to Jeff. Wells, Curator of the Estate of Mrs. 
| T. J. Wells. 

Unrrep STATES OF AMERICA: 

The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Jeff. Wells, surator of the 
estate of Mrs. T. J. Wells, a citizen of the State of Louisiana, to ap- 
pear before the honorable the judges of the fifth judicial circuit of 
the United States of America, at a circuit court to be holden on the 
first Monday of April, 1870, then and there to answer a bill in 
chancery, filed against him and otliers, wherein Myra, Clark Gaines, 
a citizen of the State of New York, is complainant, and said Jeff. 
Wells, curator, &e., and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how vou have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon LP. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 12th day of 
Feb’y,.in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


1. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance In the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pre CONTESSO. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb’y 12, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 17th 
day, same month and year, served a copy of the within subpeena in: 
chancery on Jeff. Wells, curator, named herein, by delivering the 
same to him in person in the parish of Rapides, distant about 556 
miles from this city. 

New Orleans, February 25, 1S70.. 

(Signed) JOUN W. MUNDAY, 
Spee. Dy Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to J. B. Bergeron, Administrator of J. B. 


Bergeron, Deceased. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon J. B. Bergeron, adminis- 
trator of J. B. Bergeron, deceased, a citizen of the State of Louisiana, 
to appear before the honorable the judges of the fifth judicial cir- 
cuit of the United States of America, at a circuit court to be holden 
on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and there to answer a bill in 
chancery, filed against him and others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, 
a citizen of the State of New York, is complainant, and said J. B. 

Jergeron, administrator, &c., and others are defendants. 
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Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon VP. Chase, Clief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 12th day of 
April, in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


1. s.] (S’2'd) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received February 14th, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and not 
served before return day. Alias requested. 
(Signed) JNO. FATTY, 
Dy Marshal. 


6952 Subpeena in Chancery to J. B. Bergeron, Adin’r of Edvise 
Bergeron, Deceased. 

Unirep STates OF AMERICA: 

The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon J. B. Bergeron, adminis- 
trator of his aunt, Edvise Bergeron, decd, a citizen of the State of 
Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of the fifth 
judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit court to 
be holden on the first Monday of April, IS70, then and there to an- 
swer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein Myra 
Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complainant 
and said J. B. Bergeron, adm’n’s., &c., and others are Por. ven 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 12th day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 4 year of American Independence. 

[u. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1570; otherwise, the bill may be 
tuken pre CONPESSO. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
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Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb’y 14, 1870, by the U.S. marshal and not served 
before return day. Alias requested. 
(Signed) JNO. FATLY, 
Dy Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Widow J. b. Bergeron. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 


Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Widow J. B. Bergeron, a 
citizen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against her and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, ts 
complhiinant and Widow J. B. Bergeron and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this wrii, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 


Supreme Court of the Unite] States of America, this 12th day of 


February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 vear of American Independence. 
[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
The defendant is hereby notified that she [is] required to enter 
her appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court 
on or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro conte SSO. 
(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerh. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb’y 14, 1870, by the U.S. marshal and not served 
before return day. Alias requested. 
(Signed) JNO. BAILY, 
Dy Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to J. B. Bergeron. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 


Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon J, P. Bergeron, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of Ameriea, at a cir- 
euit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein) Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant and said J. P. Bergeron and others are defendants. 
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Herein fail not,and have you then and there this writ, with your 
cndorsement thereon how vou have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 12th day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the {4 year of American Independence. 

[L. 8. ] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may be 
taken pro confesso, 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb'y 14, 1870, by the U.S. marshal and not served 
before return day. Alias requested. ' 
(Signed) JNO. FAHY, 
Dy Marshal. 
Subpeena in Chancery to William Iargroder. 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
of Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon William Ilargroder, a 
citizen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, 
at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1570, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant and said William Hargroder and others are 
defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 


endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 


Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 12th day of 
February, in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 

[ 1. s. | (S’o'd) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1S70; otherwise, the bill may be 
taken pro cone S80. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb’y 14, 1870, by the U.S. marshal and not served 
before return day. Alias requested. 
(Signed) JNO. FAHY, 


Dy Marshal. 
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Hoo Subpeena 1 Chancery to J. B. Kidder. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 


Loulsiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon J. B. Kidder, a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the Judges of 


the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a cireuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant and said J. B. Kidder and others are defendants. : 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 


Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 12th day of 


February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the {4 year of American Independence. 
[Le s.] (Signed) | D. URBAN, Clerk. 
The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may be 
taken pro CONTESSO. 
(Signed) D.. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb’y 14, 1870, by the U.S. marshal and not served 
before return day. Alias requested. . 
(Signed) JNO. FATLY, 
Dy, Marshal. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Benjamin Widder. 


Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President ofthe United States to the marshal for the district of 


Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Benjamin Kidder, a cit- 
izen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at 
a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1570, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant and said Benjamin Kidder and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how vou have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 12th day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] (Signed) Db. URBAN, Clerk. 
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The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance jn the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb’y 14, 1870, by the U.S. marshal and not served 
before return day. Alias requested. 
(Signed) JNO. FAILY, 
Dy Marshal. 
Subpcena in Chancery to Louis Moore. 
UNrrep STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Louis Moore, a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant and said Louis Moore and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 12th day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 4 year of American Independence. 

[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 

The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1570; otherwise, the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. | 

(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb’y 14, 1870, by the U.S. marshal and not served 
before return day. Alias requested. 
(Signed) JNO. FAHY, 
Dy Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Joseph M. Moore. 
Unrrep STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the distriet of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon Joseph M. Moore, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
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of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 

cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 

there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 

wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 

complainant and said Joseph M. Moore and others, are defendants. 
Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your | 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. | 
Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 3 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 12th day of rT 

eb’y, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sey- 
enty, and the 94 vear of American Independence. 
' 


[L. s. | (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of Ayiril, 1870; otherwise, the bill may be 
taken pro conte SSO. 


(Signed) ~ D. URBAN, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


—— 


Received Feb’y 14, 1870, by the U.S. marshal and not served 
before return day. Alias requested. 


(Signed) JNO. FAITLY, 
Ly Marshal. 
GO94 Subpeena in Chancery to Joseph Mouton. 


Unrrep Sratres OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Joseph Mouton, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges t 
of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of Anterica, ata 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Joseph Mouton and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, tliis 12th day of Feb- | 
ruary, In the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 

[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1S70; otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro CONTESSO, 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
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Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb’y 14, 1870, by the U.S. marshal and not served be- 
fore return day. Alias requested. 
(Signed) JNO. FAILY, 
Dy Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Richards and Marsh. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Richards & Marsh, @ cit- 
izen- of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, 
at a circuit court to he holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against Adm and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said Richards and Marsh and others are 
defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 12th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the vear of our Lord one thousand cight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1S70; otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal's Return. 


Received Feb’y 14, 1870, by the U.S. marshal and not served be- 
fore return day. Alias requested. 
(Signed) JNO. FAILTY, 
Dy Marshal. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Mrs. A. E. Richards. 
Unrrep Srates OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Mrs. A. E. Richards, a 
citizen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, 
at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against her and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
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York, is complainant, and said Mrs. A. E. Richards and others are 
defendants. 

HTerein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the sume. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 12th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 


seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence, , 
fi. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 7 


The defendant is hereby notified that she is required to enter her 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro CONFESSO. , 

(S’o'd) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 

Received Feb’y 14, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and not served be- 

fore return day. Alias requested. 
(Signed) JNO. FAHY, 
Dy Marshal. 


Subpcena in Chancery to Thomas Singleton. 

Unirep Srares OF AMERICA: 

The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting : 
You are hereby commanded to summon Thomas. Singleton, a cit- | 

izen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 

judges of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, 
at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, : 
then and there to answer a billin chancery, filed against him and | 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New ! 

York, is complainant, and said Thomas Singleton and others are 

defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. — | 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- | 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 12th day of Feb- | 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 

seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. + 


[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
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Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb’y 14, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and not served be- 
fore return day. Alias requested. 


(Signed) JNO. FATLY, 
Dy Marshal. 
6555 Subpeena in Chancery to E. H. Singleton. 


Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon E. TH. Singleton, a cit- 
izen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, 
at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said E. H. Singleton and others are 
defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 12th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 

[u. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of ,187-; otherwise the bill may be 
tuken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Received February 14, 1870, by the U.S. marshal and not served 
before return day. Alias requested. 
(Signed) JNO. FAILY, | 
Dy Marshal. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Benjamin Smith. 
Unirep States OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Benjamin Smith, a cit- 
izen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, 
at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
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York is complainant, and said Benjamin Smith and others are 
defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 12th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[ 1. s. | (Signed) Db. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb’y 14, 1870, by the U.S. marshal and not served 
before return day. Alias requested. 
(Signed) JNO. FATTY, 
ts Dy Marshal. 
Subpoena in Chancery to Wesley Singleton. 
Unirep States OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Wesley Singleton, a cit- 
izen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, 
at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said Wesley Singleton and others are 
defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 12th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 

[ 1. s. | (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. ; 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


‘ 
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Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb’y 14th, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and not served 
before return day. Alias requested. 
(Signed) JNO. FAILY, 
Dy Marshal. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Edward P. Scott. 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Edward P. Scott, a cit- 
izen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, 
at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said Edward P. Scott and others are 
defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 12th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[u. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1S70; otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 

(S'g’d) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb’y 14, 1879, by the U.S. marshal and not served 
before return day. Alias requested. 


(Signed) JNO. FATLY, 
Dy Marshal. 
6556 Subpeena in Chancery to Dr. Wm. E. Walker. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Dr. Wm. E. Walker, a 
citizen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable 
the judges of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of Amer- 
ica, at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 
1870, then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him 
and others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
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York, is complainant, and said Dr. Wm. KE. Walker and others are 
defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court,of the United States of America, this 12th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[1 s.] | (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court 
on or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro conte SSO. ; ° 

(Signed) ° D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb’y 14, 1870, by the U.S. marshal and not served be- 
fore return day. Alias requested. 
(Signed) JOHN FAITY, 
Dy Marshal. 
Subpcena in Chancery to Juan Alphonso. 
Uxirep STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Juan Alphonso, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Juan Alphonso and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of Ameriva, this 12th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the #4 year of American Independence. 

[u. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 

The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro conte SSO. : 

(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 

Received Feb’y 15, 1870, by the U. 5S. marshal, and on the 21 

day, same month and year, served a copy.of the within subpoena in 
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chancery on Juan Alphonso, ndmed herein, by delivering the same 
to him in person at his domicil in the parish of St. Bernard, dis- 
tant about 27 miles from this city. 

New Orleans, Feb’y 25, 1870. 

(Signed) W. F. LOAN, 
Dy U.S. Marshal. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Joseph Asivedo. 
Unirep States OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Loutsiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Joseph Asivedo, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Joseph Asivedo and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 12th day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 vear of American Independence. 


[n. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, S70; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro conte NSO. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal's Return. 


Received Feb’y 15, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 21 
day, same month and year, served a copy of within subpeena in 
chancery on Joseph Asivedo, named herein, by delivering the same 
to him in person at his domicil in the parish of St. Bernard, distant 
about 27 miles from this city. 

New Orleans, Feb’y 23, 1870. 

(Signed) W. F. LOAN, 
Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpcena in Chancery to Gregoire Asivedo. 
Unirep STaATes OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 
You are hereby commanded to suinmon Gregoire Asivedo, a 


citizen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable 
the judges of the fifth juditial circuit of the United States of Amer- 
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ica, at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 
1870, then and there to answer a bill in chaneery, filed against him 
and others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of 
New York, is complainant, and said Gregoire Asivedo and others 
are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how vou have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 12th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court, on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) | D. URBAN, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Reeeived Feb’y 15, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 21st 
day, same month and year, served a copy of the within subpeena in 
chancery on Joseph Asivedo, named herein, by delivering the same 
to him in person at his domicile in the parish of St. Bernard, distant 
about 27 miles from this city. 

New Orleans, Feby 25, 1870. 

(Signed) W. F. LOAN, 
Dy U.S. Marshal. 


65957 Subpeena in Chancery to Joseph Guerero. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Joseph Guerero, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Joseph Guerero and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 12th day of Feb’y, 
In the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[L. s. | (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance In the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
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or before the first Monday of April, 1S70; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) LD). URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb’y 15, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 21st 
day, same month and year, served a copy of the within subpeena in 
chancery on Joseph Guerero, named herein, by delivering the same 
to him in person at his domicile in the parish of St. Bernard, distant 
about 27 miles from this city. 

New Orleans, February 25, 1570. 

(Signed) W. F. LOAN, 
Dy U.S. Marshal. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Juan Gonzales. 
Unitrep STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Juan Gonzales, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Juan Gonzales and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 12th day of Feb’y, 
in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[1. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the ¢lerk’s office of the United States eireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb’y 15, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 21st 
day, same month and vear, served a copy of the within subpeena in 
chancery on Juan Gonzales, by leaving the same at his domicile in 
the parish of St. Bernard, in the hands of his wife, whose name I 
could not ascertain, the : said Juan Gonzales being absent at the time 
of service. Distance from said domicile to this city is about 27 
miles. 

New Orleans, Feb’y 25, 1570. 

(Signed) W. F. LOAN, 
Dy U.S. Marshal. 
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Subpeena in Chancery to Widow Juan Morales. 

Unrrep Srates oF AMERICA: 

The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Widow Juan Morales, a 
citizen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable 
the judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of Amer- 
ica, at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 
1870, then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against her 
and othe rs, Wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said Widow Juan Morales and others are 
defendants. : 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 12th day of Keb'ry, 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the 94 vear of American Independence. 


[ 1. s. | (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb’y 15, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 21st 
day, same month and year, served a copy of the within subpeena in 
ehancery on Widow Juan Morales, named herein, by delivering the 
sume to her in person at her domicile in the parish of St. Bernard, 
about 28 miles distant from this city. 

New Orleans, Feb’y 23, 1870. 

(Signed) , W. F. LOAN, 
Dy (oS. Marshal 
Subpeena in Chancery to Joseph Robin. 
Unxrrep States OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Joseph Robin, a citizen 
of the State of Louisi: ana, to ap pear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United Bt: = of America, ata 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed aaidial him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Joseph Robin and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 
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Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 12th day of Feb’y, 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[L. s. | (Stoned) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso, 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb’y 15, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 21st 
day, same month and year, served a copy of the within subpeena in 
chancery on Joseph Robin, named herein, by leaving the same at 
his domicile in the parish of St. Bernard, in the hands of his wife, 
whose name I could not obtain, the said Robin being absent at the 
time of service. Distance from said domicile to this city is about 
27 miles. | 

New Orleans, February 25, 1870. 

(Signed) W. F. LOAN, 
Dy U.S. Marshal. 


6558 Subpcena in Chancery to Bertrand Saux. 
Unirep States OF AMERICA ° 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Bertrand Saux, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Bertrand Saux and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of April, 
in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the 94 year of American Independence. 

| [L. s. | (Signed) 1). URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to entér his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. : 


(Signed) | D. URBAN, Clerk. 
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Marshal’s Return. 


Received, Feb’y 17, 1870, by the U. S. marshal, and on the 21st 
day, same month and year, I served a copy of the within subpcena 
in chancery on Bertrand Saux, def’t named herein, by leaving 
the same at his domicil, on Gentilly road, in the hands of Mrs. Saux, 
wife of def’t, a person over the age of 14 years, residing at said dom- 
icile, the said Bertrand Saux, def’t, being absent at the time of sery- 
ice. All of which I learned by interrogating the said Mrs. Saux. 

New Orleans, Feb’y 28, 1870. 

(Signed) . A. FREDERICK, 
Spec. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Thomas Saux. 


Unrrep Srates OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 


Louisiana, Greeting : ! 

You gre hereby commanded to summon Thomas Saux, a eitizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1570, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, 
complainant, and said Thomas Saux and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. | 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of .the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 
Feb’y, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sev- 
euty, and the 94 vear of American Indepet ndence. 


i. &] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may be 
taken pro conte SSO, 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


teceived Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and’ on the 21st 
day, same month and year, served a copy of the within subpcena in 
chancery on Thomas Saux, def’t named herein, by delivering the 
same to him in person at No. 335 Bayou road, in this city. 
New Orleans, Feb’y 28, 1870. 
(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 
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Subpeena in Chancery to William Sommer. 
Unxirep STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Grecting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon William Sommer, a cit- 
izen of the State of Lousiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, 
ata circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, Wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said William Sommer and others are 
defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb’y, 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the 94 year of American Independence. 

[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb’y 17, 1870, by the U. S. marshal, and on the 21st 
day,same month and year, served a copy of the within subpeena in 
chancery on Wm. Sommer, def’t named herein, by leaving the same 
at his domicil, 67 Rampart St., Ist dist., in hands of Mrs. Sommer, 
wife of def’t, a person over 14 years of age, residing at the said dom- 
icile, the said Wm. Sommer being absent at the time of service. All 
of which I learned by interrogating the said Mrs. Sommer. 

New Orleans, Feb’y 28, 1570. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to John Smith. 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon John Smith, a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cireuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1570, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said John Smith and others are defendants. 
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Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the honorable Salmon PB. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Keb’y, 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sevehty, 
and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is-hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. UR B AN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. | 


Received Feb’y 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 21st 
day, same month and year, served a copy of the within subpeena in 
chance ry on John Smith, def’t named herein, by leaving the same 
at his domicile, corner Galvez & C.-house streets, in the hands of 
Mrs. Smith, wife of def’t, a person over the age of 14 years, residing 
at the same domicile, the said John Smith being absent at the time 
of service. <All of which I learned by interrogating the said Mrs. 
Smith. 

New Orleans, Feb’y 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICk, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 
6599 Subpeena in Chancery to M. A. Braman. 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon M. A. Braman, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, 
complainant, and said M. A. Braman and others are defendants, 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb’y, 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the 94 year of American Independence 


i. s.] (Signed) .  _D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is here by notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance inthe clerk’s oflice of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
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Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb’y 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 18th 
day, same month and year, served a capy of the within subpcena im 
chancery on M. A. Braman, def’t named herein, by delivering the 
same to him in person at his place of business, No L035 Tchoupitoulas 
St., in this city. 

New Orleans, Feb’y 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Np. Dy U.S. Marshal. 
Subpcena in Chancery to Eusebe Bouny. 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA : 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Eusebe Bouny, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a cir 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Eusebe Bouny and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb’y, 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the 94 year of American Independence. 

3. &) (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 

The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1570; otherwise, the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 

(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 

Received Feb’y 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 18th 
day of same month and year served a copy of the within subpcena 
in chancery on Eusebe Bouny, deft named herein, by delivering 
the same to him in person at his office, No. 44 Ex. alley, in this city. 

New Orleans, Feb’y 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
| S. Dy US. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to R. Abadie, alias B. Abadie. 
Unirep SrTates or AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting : 
You are hereby commanded to summon R. Abadie, alias B. Aba- 
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die, a citizen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honor- 


able the judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of 
America, at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of 


April, 1870, then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed 
against him and others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the 
State of New York, is complainant, and said R. Abadie, alias B. 
Abadie, and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how vou have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon VP. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sev- 
enty, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may be 
taken pro cOnfESSO. 

(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 

Received Feb’y 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 19th 
day, same month and year, served 2 copy of the within subpeena in 
chancery on R. Abadie, def’t named herein, by keaving the same at 
his domicil, No. 400 Main street, in the hands of Mrs. Abadie, a 
person over the age of 14 years, residing at the said domicile, the 
said R. Abadie, def’t, being absent at the time of service. All of which 
I learned by interrogating the said Mrs. Abadie. 

New Orleans, Feb’y 20, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Widow KR. Bruzier. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: | 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Widow R. Bruzier, a cit- 
izen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at 
a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against her and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said Widow R. Bruzier and others are 
defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sey- 
enty, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk, 
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The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may be 
taken pro COnfEssO. 

(Signed) Db. URBAN, Clerh. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 18th 
day, same month and year, served a copy hereof on Widow R. Bru- 
zier in person 1n this eity. : 

New Orleans, Feb’y 158, 1870. 

(Signed) W. F. LOAN, 
: Dy U.S. Marshal. 


6560 Subpeena in Chancery to Francois Coquet. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Francois Coquet,a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Francois Coquet and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon DP. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 
lhebruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[r,s] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received February 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and onthe 18th 
day, same month and year, served a copy of the within subpeena in 
chancery on Frane. Coquet, def’t named herein, by delivering the 
same to him in person at the Bank of Orleans. 

New Orleans, Feb’y 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Spee. Dy U.S. Marshal. 
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Subpoena in Chancery to John M. Crawford. 
Uxrrep STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon John M. Crawford, a’ 


citizen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, 
at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said John M. Crawford and others are 
defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 
February, in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[ne s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro cOnfEsso, 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. , 


Received Feb’y 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 18th 
day, same month and year, served a copy of the within subpeena in 
chancery on John M. Crawford, def’t named herein, by leaving the 
same at lis office, No. 1S St. Charles St., in the hands of I’. MeDonald, 
clerk, a person over the age of 14 years, employed in said office, 
the said John M. Crawford being absent at the time of service, all 
of which I learned by interrogating the said IF. McDonald. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpcena in Chancery to Antoine Chauvin. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Antoine Chauvin, a citi- 
zen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, 
at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
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York, is complainant, and said Antoine Chauvin and others are 
defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[L. s. | (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 18th day, 
[same] month and year, served a copy hereof on Antoine Chauvin 
In person in this city. 

New Orleans, Feb’y 18, 1870. 

(Signed) W. F. LOAN, 
Dy US. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to J. B. Chauvin. 
UNITED States OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby, commanded to summon J. B. Chauvin, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America; at a 
circuit court to be holden Ol the first Monday of April, ISTO, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said J. B. Chauvin and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not,and have you then and there this writ, with vour 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon VP. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court, on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
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Marshal’s Return. : 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 18th 
day, same month and year, served a copy hereof on J. B. Chauvin 
by delivering the same to Antoine Chauvin, his brother, at domicile, 
of St. Philip St., between Galvez & Miro streets, in this city. 

New Orleans, Feb’y 18, 1870. 

(Signed) W. F. LOAN, 
| Dy U.S. Marshal. 
656] Subpoena in Chancery to C. Chauvin. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal of*the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon C. Chauvin, a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and _ others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said C. Chauvin and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 
february, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


it. (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. : 

(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s: Return. 

Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 18th day, 
[same] month and year, served a copy hereof on C. Chauvin by 
delivering the same.to Antoine Chauvin, his brother, at domicile, on 
St. Philip street, bet. Miro & Galvez streets, in this city. 

New Orleans, Feb’y 18, 1870. 

(Signed) W. F. LOAN, 
Dy U.S. Marshal. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Pierre Casanave. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon Pierre Casanaye, a citi- 


eH —~|. — —_amy Gi. ...26« 


oe. — —_am§ Gam .c«4« 


THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS Vs. MYRA CLARK GAINES. DOAT 


zen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, 
at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said Pierre Casanave and others are de- 
fendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 

[L. s.] (Signed) Db. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) | D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 18th 
day, same month and year, served a copy of the within subpeena in 
chancery on Pierre Casanave, def’t named herein, by delivering the 
same to him in person at his domicil, No. 41 Marais St., in this city. 

New Orleans, Feb’y 28, 1570. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. D’y U.S. Marshal. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Robert C. Cleburne. 
UnIreD STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Robert C. Cleburne, a 
citizen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, 
at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said Robert C. Cleburne and others are 
defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[u. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
* 
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The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 

(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Receive! Feb. 17} 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 18th day 
of the same month and year served a copy of the within subpcena 
in chancery on Robert C. Cleburne by delivering the same to him 
in person in the custom-house building in this city. 

New Orleans, Feb. 18, 1870. 

(Signed) KF. A. WOOLFLEY, 
Dy U.S. Marshal. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Cyprien Dufour. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Cyprien Dufour, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Cyprien Dufour and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon IP. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the #4 year of American Independence. 


ii. &) (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 

(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb.17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 18th 
day, same day and year, served a copy of the within subpcena in 
chancery on Cyprien Dufour, def’t named herein, by leaving the 
same at his office, 79 Bienville St., in hands of Elmore Dufour, son 
of def’t, a person over 14 vears of age, employed in said office, the said 
Cyprien Dufour being absent at the time of service, all of which I 
learned by interrogating the said EK. Dufour. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Spec. Dy U. S. Marshal. 
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Go62 Subpeena in Chancery to Antoine Doriocourt. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Antoine Doriocourt, a 
citizen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, 
at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said Antoine Doriocourt and others are 
defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Hlonorable Salinon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
uary, In the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


1. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court, on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 

(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 18th day, 
same month and year, served a copy of the within supeena in 
chancery on Antoine Doriocourt, deft named herein, by delivering 
the same to him in person at his office, 155 Royal St., in this city. 

New Orleans, Feb’y 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. D’'y U.S. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to J. & J.C. Davidson. 


UnitrepD STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon J. & J.C. Davidson, a 
citizen- of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, 
ata circuit court to be holden On the first Mondav ot April, LS70, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against Aim and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said J. & J.C. Davidson and others are 
defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 
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Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States pf America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendants are hereby notified that they [are] required to 
enter their appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cir- ~ 
cuit court on or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, 
the bill may be taken pro confesso. 
(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 18th day, 

same month and vear, served a copy of the within subpcena in 
chancery on J. & J.C. Davidson, def’ts named herein, by delivering 
the same to J. Davidson in person at his office, No. 112 Carondelet 
street, In this city. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Alfred-Delaup. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Alfred Delaup, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the Judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, 1s 
complainant, and said Alfred Delaup and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and cb 
seventy, and the 94 vear of American Independence. 


[r. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
— ance in the clerk’s ‘oftice of the United States cireuit court on 

r before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may 
“i ti ake ‘Th pro conte SSO. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1670, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 18th day, ~~ 
sume month and year, served a copy of the within subpeena in 
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chancery on Alfred Delaup, def’t named herein, by delivering the 
same to him in person at No. 37 Carondelet St., in this city. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Manuel Elliott. 
Unirep Staves OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Manuel Elliott, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and_ others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Manuel Elliott and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have vou then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Clief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of Ameriea, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[u. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 

(Signed) | D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal's Return. 

Received Feb. 17,1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 18th day, 
same month and year, served a copy of the within subpeena in 
chancery on Manuel Elliott, def’t herein named, by delivering the 
same to him in person at the corner of Bienville and Exchange 
alley, in this city. 

New Orleans, Feb’y 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy. U.S. Marshal. 
6563 Subpeena in Chancery to Leopold Hewlett. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Leopold Hewlett, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden or the first Monday of April, 1S70, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
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wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, 
complainant, and said Leopold Hewlett and others are defe sinote. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Clef Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


iw Bi) (S’g'd) | Db. URBAN, Clerk. 


The de fend: ant is he ‘Te ‘by notified thi: ‘ut he is re quired to enter his 
appearance in the clerk's oftice of the United States ‘circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bilk may be 
taken pro confess. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Cerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 18th day, 
same month and year, served a copy hereof on Leopold Hewlett by 
delivering the same to Lucien Francine, in this city. 

New Orleans, Feb’y 15, 1870. 

(Signed) W. F. LOAN, 
Dy. U.S. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to H. D. Ilopkins. 
Unrrep Srates OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon H. D. Hopkins, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chaneery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said D. H. Hopkins and others are defendants. 

ITerein fail not, and have vou then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


be (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter lis 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
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Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 19th day, 
same month and year, served a copy of the within subpeena in 
chancery on H. D. Hopkins, def’t named herein, by delivering the 
same to him in person at his domicile, No. 549 Royal street, in this 
city. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28th, 1S70. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, : 
Sp. Dy US. Marshal. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Mathias Herde. 
Unirep STaTes OF AMERICA : 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Mathias Ierde, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Mathias Terde and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how vou have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 

[1 s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he [is] required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. | 

(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 18th day, 
same month and year, served a copy hereof on Mathias Ilerde by 
delivering the same to Mrs. Herde, at domicile on Carondelet walk, 
in this.city. 

New Orleans, Feb’y 18, 1870. 

(Signed) W. F. LOAN, 
Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to J. W. Harrison. 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 
You are hereby commanded to summon J. W. Harrison, a citizen 
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of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, LS70, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said J. W. Harrison and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. | 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


it. &] (Signed) D. URBAN; Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb’y 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 18th 
day of the same month and year served a cépy of the within sub- 
pena in chancery on J. W. Harrison, named herein, by deliver- 
ing the same to him in person in the custom-house building in this 
city. 

New Orleans, Feb. 18, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal 


6564 Subpeena in Chancery to Jules Hattier. 
Unirep Srates OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Jules Hattier, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Jules Hattier and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

. Witness the Honorable Salmon VP. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary,in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sev- 
enty, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
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The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 

(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 18th 
day, same month and year, served a copy hereof on Jules Hattier in 
person in this city. 

New Orleans, Feb’y 18, 1570. 

(Signed) W. F. LOAN, 
Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to O. FE. Hall. 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon O. E. Hall, a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said O. E. Hall and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how vou have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 vear of American Independence. 

[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court, on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1S70; otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 

(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 18th 
day, same [month] and year, served a copy of the within subpeena 
in chancery on O. E. Hall, def’t named herein, by delivering the 
same to him in person at the St. Charles Hotel in this city. 

New Orleans, Feb’y 25th, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


— en — 
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Subpeena in Chancery to Arthur Kidd. 

Unrrep Srates oF AMERICA: 

The President of the United Statés to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Arthur Kidd, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Arthur Kidd and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Clnef Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 vear of American Independence. 


[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1S70;, otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 18th 
day, same month and year, served a copy of the within subpcena in 
chancery on Arthur Kidd, def’t named herein, by delivering the 
same to him in person at No. 29 Camp street in this city. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. , 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy ULS. Marshal. ° 
Subpeena in Chancery to L. D. Kernion. 
Unrrep States OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon L. D. Kernion, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in.chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, 1s 
complainant, and said L. D. Kernion and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 


Date 
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ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 


me venty, and the 94 year of American Independence. 
[1.8] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 18th 
day, same month and year, served a copy of the within subpeena in 
chancery on L. D. Kernion, def’t named herein, by delivering the 
sume to him in person at his office, 48 Carondelet St., in this city. 

New Orleans, Feb’y 28, 1570. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


6565 Subpeena in Chancery to Paul Fourehy. 
Unirep States OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Paul Fourelhy, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1S70, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Paul Fourehy and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of wu United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 


ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the iy year of American Independence. 
[L. 8.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) : D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 18th 
day, same month and year, served a copy of within subpeena in 
chancery on Paul Fouchy, def’ t named herein, by leaving the same 
at his domicil, No. 165 Bourbon St., in the hands of Mrs. P. Foure ly, 
wife of def’t, a person over the age of 14 years, residing at the said 
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domicil, the said named defen’t, Paul Fourchy, being absent at the 
time of service; all of which I learned by interrogating the said 
Mrs. P. Fourehy. 
New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 
(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. D’y U. 8. Marshal. 


Subpoena in Chancery to Auguste Foucher. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 


Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Auguste Foucher, a citi- 
zen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at 
a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said Auguste Foucher and others are de- 
fendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Ch: ase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


1. s.] (S’g’d) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro CONFESSO. 

(Signed) Db. URBAN, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb’y 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 19 day, 
same month and year, served a copy of within subpcena in chan- 
cery on Auguste Foucher, def’t named herein, by leaving the same 
at his domicile, cor. Annette & Robertson streets, in the hands of 
his wife, Mrs. Foucher,a person over the age of 14 years, residing at 
the said domicile, the said Auguste Foucher, def’t, being absent at 
the time of service; all of which I learned by inte rrogating the said 
Mrs. Fourchy. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy US. Marshal. 
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Subpeena in Chancery to Jean Fredeau. 
UNITED STatres OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Jean Fredeau, a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Jean Fredeau and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[L. s. | (Signed ) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Keb’y li, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 18th 
day, same month and year, served a copy hereof on Jean Trudeau 
by delivering the same to Mary Walker, a person residing at the 
domicile of said Trudeau, on —— street, in this city. 

New Orleans, Feb. 18, 1870. 

(Signed) W. F. LOAN, 
Dy U.S. Marshal. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Jean P. Grandam. 
Unirep Srates or AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Jean P. Grandam, a citi- 
zen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, 
at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said Jean P.Grandam and others are de- 
fendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon LP. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
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preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


(a ae (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerh. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s oftice of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
‘ Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 21st 
day of same month and vear served a copy of the within subpecena 
in chancery on Jean P. Grandam, def’t named herein, by deliver- 
ing the same to him in person at his store, No. 192 Orleans street, 
in this city. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U. S. Marshal. 


6566 Subpeena in Chancery to T. B. Lee. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 


Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon T. B. Lee, a citizen of the 
State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of the 
fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chaneery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant and said T. B. Lee and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this wilt with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) | D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U. S. marshal, and on the 18th 
day same month and year served a copy of the within subpeena in 
chancery on T. B. Lee, def’t named herein, by leaving the same at 
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his domicile, No. 166 Carondelet St., in this city, in the hands of 
Miss Maguerite Lee, a person over the age of 14 years, residing 


at the said domicile, the said T. B. Lee being absent at the time of 


service. All of which I learned by interrogating the said Miss Mar- 
guerite Lee. 
New Orleans, Feb’y 28th, 1870. 
(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Charles Lesseps. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Charles Lesseps, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant and said Charles Lesseps and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you liave executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[L. 8. (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may 


be taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


feceived Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 18th 
day same month and year served a copy of the within subpcena in 
chancery on Charles Lesseps, deft named herein, by delivering the 
same to him in person at his domicile, No. 140 Dauphine street, in 
this city. 

New ‘Orleans, Feb’y 28th, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpcena in Chancery to John Nunan. 
Unirep States OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon Jolin Nunan, a citizen of 
oo 
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the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark ys army * it citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant and said John Nunan and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 

[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 

The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) ’ D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 18th 
day same month and year served a copy hereof on John Nunan by 
leaving the same with his neighbor (adjoining domicile), Eugene 
Dinand, on Orleans street, in this city. 

New Orleans, Feb’y 18, 1870. 

(Signed) W. FF. LOAN, 
Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpcena in Chancery to D. Powy. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : tie 

You are hereby commanded to summon D. Powy, a citizen of the 
State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of the 
fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed : against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant and said D. Powy and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how vou have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
Se venty, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


ty s. | (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk's oflice of the United States circuit court on 
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or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pre confesso. 
(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 18th 
day same month and year served a copy of the within subpeena in 
chancery on D. Powy, def’t named herein, by leaving the same at 
his place of business, No. 237 Decatur street, in this city, In hands 
of Jean Ray, a person over the age of 14 years, employed in the 
above-named place, the said def’t, D. Powy, being absent at the time 
of service. All of which I learned by interrogating the said Mr. 
Jean Ray. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 
6567 Subpcena in Chancery to Albert Richard. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Albert Richard, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant and said Albert Richard and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this loth day of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 

[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 

(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 21st 
day of the same month and year served a copy of the within sub- 
pena in chancery on Albert Richard, def’t named herein, by leay- 
ing the same at his domicile, No. 310 Conti St., in the hands of his 
wife, Mrs. A. Richard, a person over the age of 14 years, residing at 
said domicile, the said def’t, Albert Richard, being absent at the 
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time of service. All of which I learned by interrogating the said 
Mrs. A. Richard. 
New Orleans, July 28, 1870. 
(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to John Remele. 


Unrrep Srares OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 


Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon John Remele, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant and said John Remele and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America i, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 vear of American Indepéndence. 


[ns] " (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance In the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 23rd 
day same month and year served a copy of the within subpeena in 
chancery on John Remele, def’t named herein, by leaving the same 
at his domicile, corner Washington and Gayoso streets, in the hands 
of Mrs. Bolien, a person over the age of 14 years, residing at the said 
domicile, the def’t, John Remele, being absent at the time of service. 
All of which I learned by interrogating the said Mrs. Bolien. 

New Orleans, Feb’y 25, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp, D’y U.S. Marshal. 
Subpceena in Chancery to C. C. Sampson. 

Unrrep STATES OF AMERICA: 

The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: ; 
You are hereby commanded to summon C, C. Sampson, a citizen 

of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 


7a 


ts 


“ 


7a 


tJ 


“s 


THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 9369 
of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and _ others, 
Wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant and said C. C. Sampson and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there-this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[1.8] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, IS70; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confpesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb’y 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 18th 
day same month and year served a copy of the within subpecena in 
chancery on C. C.’Sampson, def*t named herein, by leaving the same 
at lis store, No. 33 Royal St., in the hands of IF. G. Samp-on, brother 
of def’t, the said C. C. Sampson being absent at the time of service. 
All of which I learned by interrogating the said IF. G. Sampson. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28th, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. D'y U.S. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to b. Saloy. 


Unirep STATES OF AMERICA : 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon B. Saloy, a citizen of the 
State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of the 
fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant and said B. Saloy and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb’y, 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 


5366 fHE city GFE NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES, 


appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 19th 
day same month and year served a copy of the within subpeena in 
chancery on B. Saloy, def’t named herein, by leaving the same at 
his domicile, Marais St. near Main St.,in the hands of his daughter, 
Miss Saloy, a person over the age of 14 years, residing at the said 
domicile, the said B. Saloy, def’t, being absent at the time of service. ° 
All of which I learned by interrogating the said Miss Saloy. ° 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


6568 Subpoena in Chancery to Victor Perilliat. 


UnireD STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Victor Perilliat, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Victor Perilliat and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[1.8] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise the bill may be 
ti aken pro contesso. 


(Signed) Db. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U. S. marshal, and on the 21st 
day, same month and year, served a copy of the within subpcena 
in chaneery on Victor Perilliat, deft named herein, by leaving 
the same at his domicil, No. 21 Rampart St., 2nd dist., in the hands 
of Mrs. Perilliat, wife of def’t, a person over the age of 14 vears, re- 
siding at the: said lomicile, the said named def’t, v ictor Perilliat, be- 
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ing absent at the time of service. All of which I learned by inter- 
rogating the said Mrs. Perilliat. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 
Subpcena in Chancery to Michael A. Peyroux. 
UNirep STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting : : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Michael A. Peyroux, a 
citizen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, 
at acireuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said Michael A. Peyroux and others are 
defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this loth day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 

[L. s. | (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk, 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the eclerk’s oftice of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro cone SSO. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal's Return. 


Reeeived Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 25 day, 
same month and year, served a copy of the within subpeena in 
chancery on Michael A. Peyroux, def’t named herein, by leaving 
the same at his domicile on St. John’s Route, in the hands of Mrs. 
Gaudin Peyroux, wife of def’t, a person over the age of 14 years, re- 
siding at said domicile, said Michael A. Peyroux, def’t, being absent 
at the time of service. All of which Ll learned by interrogating the ° 
said Mrs. Gaudin Peyroux. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Rodolph Rousseau Estate. 
Unxrrep STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Grecting: 
You are hereby commanded to summon Rudolph Rousseau Estate, 
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a citizen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable 
the judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, 
at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said Roudolph Rousseau Estate and others 
are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday in April, 1870; otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on-the 21st 
day, same month and ‘year, served a copy of the-within subpcena in 
chancery on the estate of Rodolph Rousseau, deft named herein, 
by delivering the same to A. Rousseau in person at his domicile, cor. 
Miro and Main Sts., he being one of the heirs of the suc’s’n of Ro- 
dolph Rousseau. Allof which I learned by interrogating the said A, 
Rousseau. 

New Orleans, Febr’y 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to T. Seremento. 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon 'T. Seremento, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the Judges 
of the ffth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and _ others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said T. Seremento and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have vou then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how vou have executed the same. 

Witness the honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] , Clerk. 
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The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday in April, 1870; otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 18th 
day, — month and vear, served a copy hereof on T. Seremento in 
person in this city. 

New Orleans, Feb. 19, 1870. 

(Signed) W. FF. LOAN, 
Dy U.S. Marshal. 
6GO69 Subpeena in Chancery to Mathilda Theard. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Mathilda Theard, a citi- 
zen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, 
ata cireuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said Mathilda Theard and others are 
defendants. 

Herein fall not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 04 year of American Independence. , 

[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that she is required to enter her 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1S70; otherwise the bill may be 
tuken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U. S. marshal, and on the 21st 
day, same month and year, served a copy of the within subpeena in 
chancery on Mathilda Theard, def’t named herein, by delivering the 
same to her in person at her domicile, cor. Orleans and St. Claude 
Sts., in this eity. 

New Orleans, Feb’y 28th, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 
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Subpcena in Chancery to A. L. Tissot. 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting : | 

You are hereby commanded to summon A. L. Tissot, a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at « cireuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said A. L. Tissot and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with*your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Inde pendence. 


[(e. 2.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro cOnfesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 18th 
day, sane month and year, —a copy of the within subpoena in 
chancery on A. L. Tissot, def’t named herein, by delivering the 
same to him in person at his office, corner Exchange alley and 
Custom-house streets, In this city. | 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 
Subpcena in Chancery to Joseph Tarregano. 
UnirED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Joseph Tarregano, a 
citizen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at 
a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complaimant, and said Joseph Tarregano and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
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Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 
February, in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


fu. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro cOnfESSO. 


(Signed) Db. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the Sth 
day, same month and year, served a copy hereof on doseph Tarregano 
in person in this city. 

New Orleans, Feb. 18, 1870. 

(Signed) W. FF. LOAN, 
Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Zimmerman Wentzel. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: - 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Zimmerman Wentzel, a 
citizen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, 
ata circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, tiled against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said Zimmerman Wentzel.and others are 
defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 7 


(Signed) ! Db. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 18th 
day, same month and year, served a copy hereof on Zimmerman 
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Wentzel, by delivering the same to Mrs. Katherine Wentzel, his 
wife, at domicile on Orleans St. in this city. 
New Orleans, Feb. 18, 1870. 
(Signed) W. F. LOAN, 
Dy U.S. Marshal. 
6570 Subpeena in Chancery to Joachin Viosea, Sen’r. 
Unirep States oF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 
You are hereby commanded to summon Joachim Viosea, Sen’r, 
a citizen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable 
the judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, 
at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said Joachim Viosea, Sen’r, and others, 
are defendants. 
Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how vou have executed the same. 
Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this loth day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94th vear of American Independence. 
[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN; Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 

Received Feb 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 18th day, 
same month and year, served a copy of within subpcena in chancery 
on Joachim Viosea, Sen’r, by delivering the same to him in person, 
at No. 255 Decatur St., 2nd dist., of this city. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28th, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Thomas Wiltz. 
Unirep States oF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 
You are hereby commanded to summon Thomas Wiltz, a citizen 


of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
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cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a_ bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Thomas Wiltz and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endcrsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 

[. s. | (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance In the clerk's office of the United States circuit court, on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1S70, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. : 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 18th day, 
same month and year, served a copy of the within  subpeena in 
chancery on Thomas Wiltz, deft named herein, by delivering the 
same to him in person, at No. SI Carondelet, in this city. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy US. Marshal. — 


Subpeena in Chancery to Z. Wentzel. 
UNrrep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Z. Wentzel, a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said Z Wentzel and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 

[L. 8. ] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court, on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1S70, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) ) Db. URBAN, Clerk. 
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Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 15th day, 
same month and year, served a copy hereon on Z. Wentzel, by de- 
livering the same to Mrs. Catherine Wentzel, his wife, at domicile on 
Orleans St., in this city. 

New Orleans, Feb. 18th, 1S70. 

(Signed) W. F. LOAN, 
Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Anna Williams. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon Anna Williams, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1570, then and 
there t6 answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and _ others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Anna Williams and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 

[u. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that she is required to enter her 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 

(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 

Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal. and on the 18th day, 
same month and year, served a copy of within subpoena in chancery 
on Anna Williams, def’t named herein, by delivering the same to 
her in person, at her domicile, 18 Jefferson St., in this city. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U. S. Marshal. 
6971 Subpeena in Chancery to Mrs. Osmar Doremus, wife of A. 
Victor Casanovas. 
UnNrIrep STavTes OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon Mrs. Osmar Doremus, 
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wife of A. Victor Casanovas, a citizen of the State of Louisiana, to 
appear before the honorable the judges of the fifth judicial cireuit of 
the United States of America, at a circuit court to be holden on the 
first Monday of April, 1870, then and there to answer a bill in 
chancery, filed against him and others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, 
a citizen of the State of New Y ork, is complainant, and said Mrs. O. 
Doremus, wife of A. V. Casanovas, and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, inthe Vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[u. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that she is required to enter her 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) | D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 21st day, 
same month and year, served a copy of the within subpcena. in 
chancery on Mrs. A. V. Casanovas, det’t named herein, by delivering 
the same to her in person, at her domicile, corner Washington «& 
White streets, in this city. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Charles Borie. 
Unxrrep States oF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon C oo Borie, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Charles Borie and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable | Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


fi. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
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The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 21st day, 
same month and year, served a copy of the within subpecena in 
chancery on Charles Borie, def’t named herein, by delivering the 
same to him in person, at his domicile, No. 172 Orleans street, In 
this city. 

New Orleans, Feb’y 2, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Charles Beaumont. 


Unirep STrates or AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Charles Reaumont, a 
citizen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, 
at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said Charles Beaumont and others are 
defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[r. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he 1s required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 21st day, 
same month and year, served a copy of the within subpeena in 
chancery on chancery on Charles Be aumont, def’t named herein, by 
leaving the same at his domicile, 310 ustom House St., in the hands 
of Miss E. Beaumont, a person over the age of 14 years, residing at 
said domicile, the said Charles Beaumont being absent at the time 
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of service, all of which I learned by interrogating the said Miss FE. 
Beaumont. 
New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 
(Signed) | A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Francis Carriere. 
Unrrep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon Francis Carriere, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Francis Carriere and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 

[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870, otherwise the bill may be 
tuken pro confesso. ° 

(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 21st day, 
same month and year, served a copy of within subpcena in chancery 
on Francis Carriere, deft named herein, by leaving the same at his 
domicile, 281 Orleans St.,in the hands of Mrs. Carriere, wife of def’t, 
a persen over the age of 14 vears, the said Francis Carriere being 
absent at the time of service, all of which I learned by interrogatii 
the said Mrs. Carriere. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


ir 
iS 


69572 Subpeena in Chancery to Madeline —“iltz. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal of the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Madeline Wiltz, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
on” 
—wotG 
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of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery filed against him and 0° 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, 1 
complainant and said Madeline Wiltz and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorab le Salmon VP. Chase, Chief Justice of the 


Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 


February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of America Independence. 


[ns] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that she is required to enter her 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 

(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 19th day, 
same month and year,served a copy of the within subpcena in chan- 
cery on Madeline Wiltz, def’t named herein, by delivering the same 
to her in person at her domicil, No. 308 St. Peter'St., in this city. 

New Orleans, Feb’y 25th, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy (" S.. Marshatl. 
Subpeena in Chancery to B. O. Vignaud. 
Unitrep States ofr AMERICA 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Bb. O. Vignaud, a eitizen 
of the State of Loulsiana, to appear before the honorable the Judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines,-a citizen of the State of New York, 
complainant and said B. O. Vignaud and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chicf Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the Unite?! States of America, this 15th day of Ieb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[L. s. | (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


A Te Fe = 


SO EF —& 


+4 


THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 53579 


Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the oS. marshal, and on the 19th day, 
same month and year, served a copy of the within subpeena in chan- 
cery on B. O. Vignaud, def’t named herein, by leaving the same at 
his domicile, cor. St. Claude & Keleree [streets], in the hands of 
Mrs. Vignaud, wife of def’t, a person over the age of 14 years, resid- 
ing at said domicil, the said B. O. Vignaaid, def’t, being absent at the 
time of service; all of which I learned by interrogating the said 
Mrs. Vignaud. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy [ a, S, Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Wm. R. Stuart. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Wm. R. Stuart, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant and said Wm. R. Stuart and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight lundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 

[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his ap- 
pearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on or 
before the first Monday of April, 1S70; otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 

(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17,1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 19th day, 
same month and year, served a copy of the within subpeena in chan- 
cery on Wim. R. Stuart, def’t named herein, by leaving the same at 
his domicile, No. 435 Bayou Road St., in the hands of Mrs. Wim. Stu- 
art, wife of def’t, a person over the age of 14 years, residing at said 
domicile, the said Wm. R. Stuart, def’t, being absent at the time 
of service; all of which I learned by interrogating the said Mrs. 
Stuart. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


-_ 
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Subpoena in Chancery to Louis Surg. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 


Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon Louis Surgi, a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 


the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the tirst Monday of April, 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen ot the State of New York, is complain- 
ant and said Louis Surgi and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Febru- 
ary,in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[ 1. s. | (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


teceived Feb.17, 1570, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 19th day, 
same month and year, served a copy of within subpeena in chancery 
on Louis Surgi, deft named herein, by leaving the same at his domi- 
cile, No. 255 Bayou Road, in the hands of his son, B. Surgi, a person 
over the age of 14 years, residing at the said domicile, said Louis 
Surg being absent at the time of service; all of which I learned by 
interrogating the said Surgi. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


6573 Subpeena in Chancery to Eulalia Lafitteau. 


Unirep STates OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 


Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Eulalia Laffiteau, a citi- 
zen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, 
at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant and said Eulalia Laftiteau and others are de- 
fendants. 
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Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how vou have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 
february, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. : 


[1.8] D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that she is required to enter her 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, LS70, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro cOnfesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal's Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 1th day, 
same month and year, served a copy of the within subpeena in 
chancery on Kulatia Laffiteau, deft named herein, by delivering the 
same to her in person at her domicile, corner White & Ursulines 
streets, in this city. 

New Orleans, Feb’y 25th, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERIC, 
Sp. Dy. U.S. Marshal. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Mareus Mullier. 
Unirep STates oF AMERICA: 
The President of te United S at:s to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Marcus Mullier, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to be holden on the first Mondey of April, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant and said Mareus Muller and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 

[L.s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 

The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1S70, otherwise the bill may be 
tuken pro confesso. | | 

(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received jFeb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 19th 
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day, same month and year, served a copy hereof on Marcus Mullier 

in person in this city. ; 

New Orleans, Feb’y 19, 1870. 

(Signed) W. F. LOAN, 
Dy U.S. Marshal. 
Subpcena in Chancery to Felix Robin. 

Unirep States oF AMERICA: 

The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting : . 
You are hereby commanded to summon Felix Robin,a citizen of 

the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery filed against him and_ others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Felix Robin and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness, the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 

[n. s.] (Signed) =D. URBAN, CTerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro CONFESSO. 

(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 

Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U. S. marshal, and on the 19th 
day, same month and vear, served a copy of the within subpcena in 
chancery on Felix Robin, deft named herein, by delivering the 
same to him in person at his domicile on Claiborne St., near Bour- 
bon, in this city. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Henry Peychaud. 


Uxirep STaAtTes oF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal of the district of | 


Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Henry Peychaud, a citi- 
zen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial district of the United States of America, 
at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, 
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then and there to answer a bill in chancery filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said Henry Peychaud and others are de- 
fendants. 

Herein fail not,and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness, the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of Feb- 
ruary, in the yearof our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sev- 
enty, and the 94 vear of American Independence. 

[L. s. | (Signed) Db. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1S70, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro cOnfesso. 

(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. | 

Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 19th 
day, same month and year, served a copy of the within subpeena in 
chancery on Henry Peychaud, deft named herein, by delivering the 
same to him in person at his domicile, No. 259 Bourbon St., in this 


city. 
New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. ‘ 
(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal’ 
Oo74 Subpeena In Chancery to Lewis Rogeér. 


Unxirep STatTes OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon Lewis Rogér, a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 


the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, IS70, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and. others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Louis Rogér and others are defendants. 

Hereim fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 


Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 


February, in the vear of our Lord one thousand cight hundred ‘and 
seventy, and the {4 year of American Independence. 
[. s. | (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
dppearance in the clerk’s office of the United States ¢ireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1570; otherwise the bill may be 
tuken pro CONPESSO. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
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Marshal’s Return. 
Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 19th 
day, same month and year, served a copy of the within subpeena in 
chancery on Lewis Rogér, def’t herein, by leaving the same at 


his domicile, No. 671 Si. Claude St.,in this city, in the hands of 


Mrs. Roger, wife of def’t, a person over the age of 14 years, residing 
at the said domicile, the said deft, Lewis Roger, being absent at the 
time of service, all of which I learned by interrogating the said 
Mrs. Roger. 
New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 
(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Supeena in Chancery to William Robert. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are herebycommanded to summon William Robert, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said William Robert and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how vou have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorab le Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th dav of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[1.8] (S’g"d) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise the bill may be 
tuken pro confesso. 


(Signed) , D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Reeeived Feb. 17, 1870, by the U. S. marshal, and on the 19th 
day, same month and year, served a copy of the within subpeena in 
chancery on Wm. Robert, deft named herein, by leaving the same 
at his domicile, cor. Carondelet walk & W hite streets, in the hands 
of Mrs. Allsop, a person over the age of 14 years, residing at the 
suid domicile, the said Wm. Robert bei Ing abse nt at the time of serv- 
ice, all of which I learned by interrogating the said Mrs. Allsop. 

New Orleans, Feb. : 25, ISTO. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 
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Subpeena in Chancery to Joseph Madron. 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: | 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Joseph Madron, a eitizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Joseph Madron and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have exceuted the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon VP. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[n. s.] — (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court 
on or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) Db. URBAN, Clerk: 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal,and on the 19th day, 
same month and year, served a copy of the within subpeena in 
chancery on Joseph Madron, def’t named herein, by leaving the 
same at his domicile, No. 292 Roman St.. in the hands of Mrs. 
Madron, wife of def’t, a person over the age of 14 years, residing at 
the said domicile, the said Joseph Madron, def’t, being absent at the 
time of service, all of which I learned by interrogating the said 
Mrs. Madron. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1S70. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Isaac Magendo. 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon Isaac Magendo, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
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wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, 
is complainant, and said Isaac Magendo and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 
lebruary, inthe year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


i. M1 (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cirguit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro CONnPESSO. 


(Signed) , D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 19th 
day, safae month and year, served a copy of the within subpoena in 
chancery on Isaac Magendo, def’t named herein, by leaving the 
same at his domicile, on St. John’s route, in the hands of Mrs. 
Magendo, wife of def’t, a person over the age of 14 years, residing 
at the said domicile, the said Isaac Magendo being absent at the 
time of service, all of which I learned by interrogating the said 
Mrs. Magendo. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


6079 Subpcena in Chancery to Theodore Morano. 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: | 

The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting: : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Theodore Morano, a citi- 
zen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, 
ata circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said Theodore Morano and others are 
defendants. | 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 


Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 


hebruary, in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


1. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his — 
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appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 19th 
day, same month and year, served a copy of the within subpeena in 
chancery on Theodore Morano, def’t named herein, by leaving the 
same at his domicile, No. 165 Frenchman St., in this city, in the 
hands of his wife, Mrs. Morano, a person over the age of 14 years, 
residing at the said domicile, the said det’t, Theodore Moran, be- 
ing absent at the time of service, all of which IT learned by interro- 
gating the said Mrs. Morano. / 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Chas. Lewis. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Chas. Lewis, a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Charles Lewis and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby netified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 19th 
day, same month and year, served a copy of the within subpcena in 
chancery on Charles Lewis, def’t named herein, by leaving the same 
at his store, 211 Orleans St., in the hands of John Gourdain, clerk, 
employed in said store, and over the age of 14 years, the said named 
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Chas. Lewis being absent at the time of service, all of which I[ 
learned by inte rrogating the said John Gourdain. 

New Orleans, Keboe 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 
Subpeena in Chancery to W. EH. Johnson. 
Unrrep States OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon W. HH. Johnson, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United St: — America, at a 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then 
and there to answer a billin chancery, filed ue ede him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complatnant, and said W. EL. Johnson and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 


endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 
Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 


Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 


February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 vear of American Independence. 


[L.s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro cOnfesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 19th 
day, same month and year, served a copy of the within subpa@na in 
chancery on W. IL. Johnson, def’t named herein, by leaving the 
same at his domicile, cor. Broad and Esplanade Sts., in the hands 
of Mrs. Jobnson, his wife, a person over the age of 14 years, resid- 
ing at the said domicile, the said W. TH. Johnson, def’t, being absent 
at the time of service, all of which I learned by interrogating the 
said Mrs. Johnson. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. D'y U.S. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to J. Jacquette. 
Unrrep STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Grecting : 
You are hereby commanded to sumnion J. Jacquette, a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
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the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and_ others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of Louisiana, is 
complainant, and said J. Jaequette and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not,and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how vou have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 
February, in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 

[L. 8. ] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cirenit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U. 5. marshal, and on the 19th 
day, same month and vear, served a copy of the within subpcena in 
chancery on J. Jacquette, def’t named herein, by leaving the same 
at his domicile, cor. Pireur and Columbus, in the hands of Mrs. 
Jacquette, wife of def’t, a person over the age of 14 years, residing 
at the said domicile, the said J. Jaequette, def’t, being absent at the 
time of service, all of which I learned by interrogating the said Mrs. 


Jacquette. 
Now Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 
(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 
6576 Subpeena in Chancery to William Harrison. 


United STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon William Harrison, a 
citizen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at 
a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, JS70, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said William ITarrison and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereen, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
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The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Mohday of April, 1870, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso, 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 19 day, 
same month and year, served a copy of the within subpcena in chan- 
cery on Win. Harrison, def’t named herein, by leaving the same at 
his domicile in,the hands of Mrs. Harrison, a person over the age of 
14 years, residing at the said domicile, the said Wm. Harrison, 
def’t, being absent at the time of service; all of which IL learned hy 
interrogating the said Mrs. Harrison. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


' Subpcena in Chancery to Louis Hartenstine. 
Unirep STatres oF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commended to summon Louis Hartenstine, a cit- 
izen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at 
a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday April, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chaneery filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Louis Hartenstine and othere are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 


Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 1oth day of 


February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 yvear of American Indepe mndence. 


[Le s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) : D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 19 day, 
same month and year, served a copy of the within subpcena in chan- 
cery on Louis Hartenstine, def’t named herein, by leaving the same 


at his domicile, on cor. Union and Marigny canal, In the hands of 


his wife, Mrs. Hartenstine, a person over the age of 14 vears, resid- 
ing at the said domicile, the said Louis Hartenstine being absent at 
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the time of service; all of which I learned by interrogating the said 
Mrs. Hartenstine. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. D'y U.S. Marshal. 
Subpena in Chancery to Auguste Dupaquier. 

Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Auguste Dupaquier, a 
citizen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at 
a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Auguste Dupaquier and others are defend- 
ants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


fi. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 

(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 

Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal. and, on the 19th 
day, same. month and year, served copy of the within subpeena in 
chancery on Auguste Dupaquier, deft named herein, by delivering 
the same to him in person at his domicile, No. 121 Hospital St., in 
this city. | 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1S70. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Louis Duvignaud. 
Unirep Srares oF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting . : 
You are hereby commanded to summon Louis Duvignaud,a citi- 


zen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at 
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a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines,.a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Louis Duvignaud and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 
february, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[ 1. s. | (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant 1s hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso, 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. Marshal, and on the 19th 
day, same month and year, served a copy of the within subpana in 
chancery on Louis Duvignaud, deft named herein, by leaving the 
same as his domicile, St. John’s route, in the hands of Miss Duvig- 
naud, daughter, a person over the age of 14 yeurs, residing at- said 
domicile, the said named det’t being absent at the time of service; 
all of which [ learned by interrogating the said Miss Duvignaud. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U. 8. Marshal. 


Goad Subpeena in Chancery to Chas. Dantonette. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA. 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Chas. Dantonette, a eiti- 
zen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, 
at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said Chas. Dantonette and others are de- 
fendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, iow you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 


preme Court of the United States of Ameriea, this 15th day of Feb-. 


ruary, In the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] (Signed) Db. URBAN, Clerk. 


THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 5395 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter: his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1S70, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 

(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Reeeived Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 19th day, 
same month and year, served a copy of the within subpeena in chan- 
cery on Chs. Dantonette, deft named herein, by delivering the same 
to him in person at his domicile at the corner Union & Prosper 
in this city. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy US Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Jean Carambat. 
Unirep STatres OF AMERICA. 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Jean Carambat, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1S70, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Jean Carambat and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have exccuted the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chi ase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 vear of American Independence. 


[r. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confe SSO, 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 19th day, 
same month and year, served a copy of the within subpeena in ¢ Jan 
cery on Jean ¢ Carambat, def’t named herein, by delivering the same 
to him in person at his domicile at the Bayou’ Bridge. 

New Orleans, Feb. 25, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 
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Subpcena in Chancery to Evariste J. L. Blane. 


[NITED STATES OF AMERICA. 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 


Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Evariste JJ L. Blane, a 
citizen ot the State of | oulsiank il, lo ap pear be fore the honor: ible the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, 
at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, S70. 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery tiled against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said Evariste J. L. Blane and others are 
defendants. 

Herein fail not,and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how vou have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. ( ‘hase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 16th day of Feb- 
ruary, in) the year of our Lord Ole thousand. eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 4 year of American Independence. 


[r. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appear alice in the clerk's office of the o hited States ¢ ire uit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pre CONPESSO. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 

Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and, on the 19th day, 
same month and year, served a copy of the within subpeena in chan- 
cery on Evyariste J. L. Blanc, deft named herein, by leaving the 

same at his domicile on Bayou St. John, in the hands of Miss Blane, 
daughter of def’t, a person over the age . 14 vears, residing at said 
domicile, the said E. J. L. Blane, def’t, being absent at the time of 
service; all of which I learned by interrogating the said Miss Blane. 
New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1570. ; 
(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpoena in Chancery to Mrs. Edw. 8S. Audler. 
Unitftp SrTates OF AMERICA, 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Grecting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Mrs. Edward 8. Audler, a 
citizen of the State of Louisiana, to appear hefore the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, 
at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said Mrs. Edward $8. Audler and others 
are defendants. 


¢ 


¢ 


THE CITY OF NEW ORLKEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 5595 


Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon PVP. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lora one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 vear of American Independence. | 

[L. s. | (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that she is required to enter her 
appearance In the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 

(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 19th day, 
same month and year,served a copy of the within subpeena in chan- 
cery on Mrs. Edw. 8. Audler, deft named herein, by delivering the 
same to her in person at her domicile, cor, Lopez & Washington 
sts. in this city. 

New Orleans, Feb. 25, 1870. 

(Signed) | A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. / dy U.S. Marshal. 


6578 Subpeena in Chancery to Miss Helen Chipley. 
Unirep Srates oF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Miss Helen Chipley, a 
citizen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, 
ata circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 15870, 
then and there to answer bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said Miss Helen Chipley and others are 
defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Febru- 
ary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the 94 year of American Independence. 

[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 

The defendant is hereby notified that she is required to enter her 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870, otherwise the bill may be 
tuken pro confesso. 

(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


k 
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Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 21st 
day of the same month and year served a copy of the within sub- 
pcena in chancery on Miss Ilelen Chipley by delivering the same to 
her in person. 

New Orleans, Feb’y 21, 1870. 

(Signed) F. A. WOOLFLEY, 
Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Chas. Demarest. 
Unxirep STatres OF AMERICA: | 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Chas. Demarest, a citi- 
zen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, 
at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said Chas. Demarest and others are de- 
fendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there-this writ with vour 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Febru- 
ary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sev- 
enty, and the {4 vear of American Independence. 


[L. s. | (Signed). DD. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


(S’o"d) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 21st 
day, same month and year, served a copy of the within subpcena in 
chancery on Chas. Demarest, def’t named herein, by leaving the ° 
same at his late domicile on cor. Prieur & St. Philip, in the hands 
of August Demarest, brother of def’t, a person over the age of 14 
years, residing at the said domicile, the said Chas. Demarest, def’t, 
being dead; all of which I learned by interrogating the said August 
Demarest. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 
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Subpeena in Chancery to Mrs. J. V. Gottschalk. 
Unxirep STates oF AMERICA: 
The President of the United State to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Mrs. J. V. Gottschalk, a 
citizen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, 
ata circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chanreery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark CGraines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said Mrs. J. V. Gottschalk and others are 
defendants. 

Herein fail not, add have vou then and there this writ with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this loth day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


it. Gl (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that she is required to enter her 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro coufesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by U.S. marshal, and on the 21st day, 
same month and year, served a copy of the within subpcena in 
chancery on Mrs. J. V. Gottschalk, deft named herein, by deliver- 
ing the same to her in person at her domicile, No. 198 Marais St., 
in this city. 

New Orleans, eb. 28, 1870. 

(Signed ) : A. FREDERICK, 
} Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to John Hearer. 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the distriet of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon John Hearer, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said John Hearer and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ with vour 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 
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Witness the honorable Salmon P. Chase, Clief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 

ii. a] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870, otherwise the bill may be 
takeu pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 

Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 21st day, 

same month and year, a copy of the within subpeena in chancery on 

John Hearer, def’t named herein, by delivering the same to him in 


person. 
New Orleans, Feb. 21, 1870. 
" (Signed) I. A. WOOLFLEY, 
Dy U.S. Marshal. 
6979 Subpeena in Chancery to Rudolph Huberwald. 


Unirep STates oF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Rudolph Huberwald, a 
citizen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, 
at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said Rudolph Huberwald and others are 
defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ with your 
endorsement thereon, how vou have executed the same. 

Witness the honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 
February, in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance In the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro CONTFESSO., 

(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. ° 


Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U. S. marshal, and on the 21st 
day, same month and year, served a copy of the within subpoena in 
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chancery on R. Huberwald, def’t named herein, by delivering the 
same to him in person at his domicile, No. 259 Gravier St., in this 
city. 
New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 
(Signed) A. FREDERIC, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to John MeGuiness. 
Unirep States OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Jolin MeGuiness, a citi- 
zen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, 
at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against hint and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said John MecGuiness and others are de- 
fendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court ef the United States of America, this 15th day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the $4 year of American Independence. 


ik. s. | (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


\ > 
The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 21 day, 
same month and year, served a copy of the within subpeena in chan- 
cery on John MeGuiness, deft named herein, by leaving the same at 
his domicile, No. 13 Johnson St., in the hands of Mrs. MeGuiness, 
wife of def’t, a person over 14 years of age, residing at the said 
domicile, the said John MeGuiness, def’t, being absent at the time 
of service; all of which I learned by interrogating the said Mrs. 
MeGuiness. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1570. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 
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Subpeena in Chancery to Jean Porter. 
Unrrep States or AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Jean Porter, a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of ‘America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and | 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Jean Porter and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme.Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 
February, in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[1., s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 21st day, 
same month and year, served a copy of the within subpcena in 
chancery on Jean Porter, def’t named herein, by delivering the 
same to him in person. 

New Orleans, Feb. 21, 1S70. , . 

(Signed) kr. A. WOOLFLEY, 
Dy U.S. Marshal. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Elizabeth Minturn and Aloyse Minturn. 
Unirep STates OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Elizabeth Minturn and 
Aloyse Minturn, citizens of the State of Louisiana, to appear before 
the honorable the judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United 
States of America, at a cireuit court to be holden on the first Mon- 
day of April, 1570, then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed 
against him and others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of 
the State of New York, is complainant, and said Elizabeth Minturn 
& Aloyse Minturn and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
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preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 
february, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the #4 year of American Independence. 


| L. s.| (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendants are hereby notified that they are required to enter 
their appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of April, 1870, otherwise the bill 
may be taken pro confesso. 

(Signed ) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 21 day, 
suaine month and year, served a copy of the within subpcena in 
chancery on Elizabeth Minturn, def’t named herein, by delivering 
the same to her in person at her domicile, No. 216 Villere street, in 
this city. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 

(Signed) | | A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy lS. Marshal. 


6580 Subpeena in Chancery to J. C. Van Winckle. 
Unirep STates oF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon J.C. Van Winckle, a cit- 
izen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, 
at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant and said J.C. Van Winckle and others are de- 
fendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon VP. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] (Signed) | D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of .kpril, 1870, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal's Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 21 day, 
same month and year, served a copy of the within subpeena in 
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chancery on J.C. Van Wincekle, def’t named herein, by delivering 
the same to him in person at his office, cor. Canal & Robertson Sts., 
in this city. , 
New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 
(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpoena in Chancery to Widow Charles Walsh. 


UnIrepD STATES OF AMERICA : 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Widow Charles Walsh, 
a citizen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable 
the judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of Amer- 
ica, at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 
1876, then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him 
and others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of 
New York, is complainant and said Widow Charles Walsh and 
others are defendants. | 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of Ameriea, this 15th day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the {4 vear of American Independence. 


[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that she is required to enter her 
appearance in the clerk’s oftice of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro cOnfEssO. 

(Signed) ) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 

Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 21 day, 
same month and vear, served a copy of the within subpeena in 
chancery on Widow Chas. Walsh, def’t named herein, by deliver- 
ing the same to her in person at her domicile, cor. Gasquet & Gal- 
vey Sts., in this city. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpcena in Chancery to Manuel Custien. 


Unxirep STatres OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the distriet of 


Louisiana, Greeting : 
You are hereby commanded to summon Manuel Custien, a citi- 
zen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
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judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, 


at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant and said Manuel Custien and others are de- 
fendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Clief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance In the clerk’s office of the United States cirenit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 

(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 25 day, 

same month and year, served a copy of the within subpeena in 
chancery on ‘Manuel Castin, def’t- named herein, by leaving the 
same at his domicile, cor. of Orleans & Broad Sts., in the hands of 
Mrs. Theresa Castin, wife of def’t, a person over the age of 14 vears, 
residing at said domicile, the said Manuel Castin, deft. being ab- 
sent at ‘the time of service, all of which I learned by interrogating 
the said Mrs. Theresa Castin. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 
Subpeena in Chancery to A. Catola. 
Unitep SrTates OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon A. Catola, a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1S70, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant and said A. Catola and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not,and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase. Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight thew vt and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


fu. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
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The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 25 day, 
same month and year, served a copy of the within subpeena in 
chancery on A. Catolongue, def’t named herein, by leaving the 


same at his domicile, cor. Washington & Lopez Sts., in the hands of 


Mrs. Mary Louise Vether, a person over the age of 14 years, resid- 
ing at the said domicile, the said Mr. R. Catolongue, def’t, being 
absent at the time of service, all I learned by interrogating the said 
Mrs. Mary Louise Vether. 
New Orleans, Feb’y 28, 1870. 
(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


6981 Subpeena in Chancery to Gotsfried Jacobi. 


UNirep Sratres OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marsh: u for the district of 


Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Gotsfried Jacobi, a citi- 
zen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at 
a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Gotsfried Jacobi and others are ro ili wordy 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Ieb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sev- 
enty, and the 94 year of American Independence. 

ik. 8.) (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise the bill may be 
tuken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal's Return. 


Reeeived Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 23 day 
same month and yearserved a copy of the within subpeena in chan- 
cery on Gotsfried Jacobi, def’t named herein, by leaving the same 
at his domicile, No. 429 Custom-House St., in the hands of Miss E. 
Jacobi, daughter of def’t, a person over the age of 14 years, residing 
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at the said domicile, the said Gotsfried Jacobi, def’t, being absent at 
the time of service, all of which I learned by interrogating the said 
Miss I. Jacobi. 
New Orleans, Feb. 28, ‘70. 
(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 
‘Subpoena in Chancery to Mrs. 'T. E. Canty. 

Unirep States OF AMERICA: 

The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon Mrs. T. E. Canty, a citi- 
zei. of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at 
a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant and said Mrs. T. FE. Canty and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then an there this writ, with vour 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 vear of American Independence. 


[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that she is required to enter her 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 

(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal's Return. | 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 28 day 
same month and vear served a copy of the within subpeena in chan- 
cery on Mrs. T. FE. Canty, def’t named herein, by leaving the same 
at her domicile, corner of Esplanade & St. John’s route, in the hands 
of Mrs. Samorat, a person over the age of 14 years, residing at said 
domicile, the said Mrs. 'T. E. Canty, def’t, being absent at the time 
of service, all of which I learned by interrogating the said Mrs. Sam- 
orat. : 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to John Joseph Klan. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting : 
You are hereby commanded to summon John Joseph Klan, a citi- 
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zen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at 
a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, i 

complainant and said John Joseph Klan and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sev- 
enty, and the {4 year of American Independence. 


[h. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870; otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro COnfESSO. 

(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 

Received Feb. 17, 1879, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 25 day 
same month and year served a copy of within subpeena in chancery 
on John J. Klan, def’t named herein, by leaving the same at his 
domicile at the Bayou Bridge, in the hands of Mrs. Fouchi Klan, 
wife of def’t, a person over the age of 14 years, residing at the said 
domicile, the said John Joseph Klan being absent at the time of 
service; all of which I learned by interrogating the said Mrs. Fuchi 
Kian. 

New Orleans, Feb’y 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp Dy US. Marshal. 


Subpoena in Chancery to O. De Buys. 
Uxrrep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon QO. De Buys, a citizen of 


the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honor: ible the judges of 
the fiith judicial circuit of the United States of Americ a, ata circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill im chancery filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, 1s 
complainant and said O. De Buys and others are defendants. : 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sey- 
enty, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


Lu. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
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The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s othice of the United States cireult court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) PD. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 25rd day 
same month and vear served a copy of the within subpeena in chan- 
cery on QO. De Buys, def’t named herein, by delivering the same to 
him in person in the city hall. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy US. Marshal. 


G582. Subpoena in Chancery to D. C. North, alias David B. North. 
Unitep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon D. C. North, a/ias David 
Bb. North, a citizen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the 
honorable the judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States 
of America, at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of 
April, 1870, then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against 
him and others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of 
New York, is complainant, and said D. C. North, alias David B. 
North, and others aredefendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how vou have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 vear of American Independence. 


. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro conpfesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 23rd 
day, same month and year, served a copy of the within subpeena in 
chancery on D. C. North, deft named herein, by leaving the same 
at his domicile, No. 54 Desire St.,in the hands of Mrs. D. North, 
wife of deft., a person over the of age of 14 years, residing at said 
domicile, the said D.C. North, def’t, being absent at the time of 
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service, all of which I learned by interrogating the said Mrs. D. 
North. 
New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 
(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Jean Gazen. 


Unirep Sratres OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon Jean Gazen, a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to,appear before the honorable the judyes of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Mond: ay of April, 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is compl: “nant 
and said Jean Gazen and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand-eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Indepe dence. 


[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk, 


Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 24 day 
same month and year served a copy-of the within subpeena in echan- 
cery on Jean Gazen, def’t named herein, by leaving the same at his 
domicile, corner Rom. in and Lopeyrouse Sts., in the hands of Mrs. 
Jean Gazen, wife of def’t, a person over the age of 14 years, residing 
at the said domicile, the said Jean Gazen, det’t, being absent at the 
time of service. All of which I learned by interrogating the said 
Mrs. Gazen. 

New Orleans, Feb’y 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpana in Chancery to Felix Pithon. 
Unitrep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting : 
You are hereby commanded to summon Felix Pithon, a citizen 
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of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on tlie first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Felix Pithon and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon DP. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


1. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 

(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 25 day 
same month and year served a copy of the within subpcena in chan- 
cery on Felix Pithon, def’t named herein, by leaving the same at 
his domicile, No. 202 St. Ann St., in the hands of Mrs. Pithon, mother 
of def’t, a person over the age of 14 vears, residing at said domicile, 
the said Felix Pithon, def’t, being absent at the time of service, all 
of which I learned by interrogating the said Mrs. Pithon. 

New Orleans, Feb’y 25, 1870. 

(Signed) -° A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Felix Pichon. 
Unirep STates or AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon Felix Pichon a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York. is complain- 
ant, and said Felix Pichon and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with vour 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 4 year of American Independence. 

[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
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The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Mond: ay of April, 1S70, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro CONPESSO. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 25. d: ay 
same month and year served a copy of the within subpecena in 
chancery on Felix Pichon, deft named herein, by leaving the same 
at his domicile, No. 202 St. Ann St., in the hands of his mother, 
Mrs. Pichon, a person over the age of 14 years, residing at the said 
domicile, the said Felix Pichon, deft, being absent at the time of 
service, all of which I learned by interrogating the said Mrs. 
Pichon. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1S70. 

(Signed) A. FREDERIC, 

Sp. Dy U, S. Marshal. 
6583 Subpoena in Chancery to John Wiltz. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the «listriet of 

Louisiana, greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon John Wiltz, a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1570, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against: him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said John Wiltz and others are defendants. 

Ilerein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Ilonorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[L. 8. ] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk's othee of the United Stites erreutt court on 
or betore the first Monday of April, 187-, otherwise the bill may he 
taken pro CONPESSO., 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 
teceived Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 25rd day 
same month and year served a copy of within ‘subpar nain chaneery 


on John Wiltz. def’t named herein, by leaving the same at his domi- 
cile, on St. John’s route, in the hands of Mrs. Frank Wiltz, wife 
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of deft, a person over the age of 14 years, residing at the said dom1- 
cile, the said John Wiltz, deft, being absent at the time of service, 
all of which I learned by interrogating the said Mrs. Wiltz. 
New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 
(Signed) A. FR. DERIC, 
Sp. Dy US. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to John Switzer. 
Unitrep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon John Switzer, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a-citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Johu Switzer and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Samuel P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this loth day of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 vear of American Independence. 


[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, ISTO, otherwise the bill may be 
tuken pro confesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U. S. marshal, and on the 24 
day same month and year served a copy of the within subpeena in 
chancery on John Switzer, deft named herein, by leaving the same 
at his store, No. 166 Royal St., in the hands of E. Michon, clerk, a 
person over the age of 14 years, employed at said store, the said 
John Switzer, deft, being absent at the time of service. All of 
which I learned by interrogating the said E. Michon. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERIC, 
Sp. Dy US. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Jacques Marque. 
Unirep STaTes OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon Jacques Marque, a citizen 
* 
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of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Jacques Marque and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with 
your endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. oad 

(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 23d day 
same month and vear served a copy of the within subpcena in 
chancery on Juies Marque, deft named herein, -by delivering the 
same to him in person at his domicile, corner of Washington & 
Broad Sts., in this city. ce 

New Orleans, keb’y 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Widow John Smith. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: | 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting : | 

You are hereby commanded to summon Widow John Smith, a 
citizen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, 
at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said Widow John ‘smith and others are 
defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Samuel P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


(1. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
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The defendant is hereby notified that she is required to enter her 
appearance in the clerk’s oflice of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 

(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 25 day 
same month and year served a copy of the within subpcena in 
chancery on Widow John Smith by delivering the same to her in 
person at her domicile, on St. Jolin route, in this eity. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy US. Marshal. 


GOS4 Subpoena in Chancery to Joseph Prerre. 


Unirep Srates OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: : 

You are-hereby commanded to summon Joseph Pierre, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of: April, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said Joseph Pierre and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sey- 
enty, and the 94 year of American Independence. 

[Le s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, LS70, otherwise the bill may he 
taken pro confe SSO. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Reeeived Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 23rd day, 
same month and year, served a copy of the within subpeena in chan- 
cery on Joseph Pierre, deft named herein, by delivering the same to 
him at his domicile in the swamp; no name of street. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1570. 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 
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Subpeena in Chancery to Pierre Jourdan. 
UnirepD States OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the distriet of 


Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon Pierre Jourdan, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery filed against him and others, wherein 
Mvra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said Pierre Jourdan and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honor: ible Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sev- 
enty, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[i s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance In the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 3 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 24 day, 
same month and year, served a copy of the within subpcena in chan- 
cery on Pierre Jourdan, def’t named herein, by delivering the same 
to him in person at the corner of Hancock and Rampart, in this city. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 

(Signed) A, FREDERIC K, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to J. Sigrest. 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon J. Sigrest, a citizen of the 
State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of the 
fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit court 
to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, then and there to an- 
swer a bill in chancery filed against him and othe ‘rs, Wherein Myra 
Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is s complainant, and 
sald J. Sigrest and others are defendants. : 

Herein ful not, and have you ther and there this writ with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
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ruary,in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 
[n. s.] (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. | 
(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 24 day, 
same month and year, served a copy of the within subpcena in chan- 
cery on J. Sigrest, def’t named herein, by delivering the same to him 
in person in the St. Bernard market, 5rd dist. 

New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. | 

(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. Dy U.S. Marshal. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Minor A. Meunier. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 
You are hereby commanded to summon Minor A. Meunier, a citi- 
zen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 


judges of the fifth’ judicial circuit of the United States of America, 


ata circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1S70, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said Minor A. Meunier and others are 
defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with vour 
cndorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Hlonorable Salmon DP. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


pa (Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
‘appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, LS70; otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro contesso. 


(Signed) D. URBAN, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 17, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 24th day, 
sale month and vear, served il COPY of the within subpeena Wn ehlan- 
cery on Minor A. Meunier, deft named herein, by delivering the 
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same to him in person at his domicile, No. 99 Ursulines St., in this 


city. 
New Orleans, Feb. 28, 1870. 
(Signed) A. FREDERICK, 
Sp. ly CS. Marshal. 
6585 Subpeena in Chancery to P. F. Agnelly. 


Uwnrrep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 


Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon —, a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 


the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. ( ‘hase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ' 
in the year of our Lord one thousand cight hundred and se venty, 
and the — year of American Independence. 


iS @3 , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter 
appearance In the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court, on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-, otherwise the bill 
May be taken pro confesso. 


— — Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 
Nore —The foregoing subpcena, after due search, cannot be found, 
and is missing from the files. 
Subpcena in Chancery to A. Ambrose, 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cireuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against himi and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with vour 
endorsement thereon, how vou have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. ( ‘hase, Chief Justice of the Su- 


SO EE ee ens 


O@e—~insemn 


9 gO EE a es er rrr 


— > - 


e Oo <a 


THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. O417 


preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ' 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the — year of American Independence. 


[L. s. | . Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit 
court, on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-, otherwise the bill 
may be taken pro confesso. 


, Olerk. 


Marshal's Return. 


Notre.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 


Subpeena iD Chancery to Jacob Badenger. 
Unrirep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1S70, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, Is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have vou then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how vou have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon VP. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ——, 
in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the — year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] . Olek 
The defendant —— hereby notified that required to enter 
—— appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court, on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-, otherwise the bill 


may be taken pro confesso. 


. Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 
NotE.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Eliza Boutte. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the distriet of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
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court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, 4 citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the — year of American Independence, 


[x. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that required to enter 
—— appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States Gircuit 
court, on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-, otherwise the bill 
may be taken pro confesso. 

, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


NotrE.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 


G586 Subpeena in Chancery to Stephen Badette. 
Unirep STAtTes OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,acitizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 


the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1S70, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how vou have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ,1n 
the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, and 


the — year of American Independence. 
[1. s,] , Clerk. 
The defendant — hereby notified that —— required to enter — 


appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court, on 
or before the first Monday of —— 187-, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 
Nore.—The foregoing subpoena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 
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Subpeena in Chancery to F. WH. Brinkman. 
Unirep Srates or AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, feed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ' 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the — year of American Independence. 


Lh. 8.) , Clerk. 


The defendant — hereby notified that —— required to enter — 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court, on 
or before the first Monday of , LS7-, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 
Subpeena in Chancery to William Buchanan. 
UNireD STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ' 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the — year of American Independence. 


[L. s. | : Clerk. 


The defendant — hereby notified that —— required to enter — 
appearance In the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court, on 
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or before the first Monday of ——, 187-, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro CONFESSO. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpoena Is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Binete Barach. 


Unirep Staves or AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 


Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 


the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of Aimeriea, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of. , 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and_ others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

ITerein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ' 
In the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the — year of American Independence. 


[ 1. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant — hereby notified that —— required to enter — 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court, on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 187-, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 
+, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Nore.—The foregoing subpoena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 


6987 Subpeena in Chancery to John Banneau. 


Unirep StTates oF AMERICA: 
The President of the United Stat. .o the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon ——, a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the Judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of ~, 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against lim and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said —— and others are defendants. 

HTerein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 
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Witness, the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ; 
in the vear of our Lord, one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the — year of American Independence. 


ik. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant — hereby notified that —— required to enter — 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court, on 
or before the first Monday of , LS7-, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro cOnfEsso. 


. Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 


Subpeena in Chancery to C. Chadue. 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness, the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the — year of American Independence. 


[ 1. s.] , Clerk. 
The defendant — hereby notified that required to enter — 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court, on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 1S7—-, otherwise the bill may be 


ta k Chl pro CONLESSO. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 

Nore.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files, and after 

due search cannot be found. 
Subpeena in Chancery to S. BE. Cassard. 

Unxirep States OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting : 
You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 


5422 THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of ,1S70, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness, the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the -— year of American Independence. 


ii. 8] —, Clerk 


The defendant — hereby notified that required to enter — 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court, on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 1S7-, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confpfesso. | 

. , Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from ‘the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 
Subpcena in Chancery to Estate of E. Cassard. 
Unitep States OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others ‘are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness, the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ' 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the — year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant — hereby notified that required to enter — 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court, on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 187-, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro cOnfeSssS. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Note —The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files, and after 
due searcu cannot be found. 
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6588 Subpeena in Chancery to I*. Comangier. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of’ Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1S76, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said and others are defentants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the IHlonorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the — year of American Independence. 


[ 1. s.] <_< <a, Clerk. 
The defendant — hereby notified that — required to enter — 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 1S7-, otherwise the bill may be 


ta ken pro COn lesso. 


. Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 
Note.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 
Subpecena in Chancery to James M. Coiles. 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of : 
in the -year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy 
and the — year of American Independence. 


[ L. s. | , Clerk. 
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The defendant — hereby notified that — required to enter — 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of , LS7-, otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro CONTPESSO, 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Louis A. Dubourg. 
Unirep STatres OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon .a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of -, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and _ others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants 

Herein fail not, and have vou then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how vou have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ' 
in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight handred and seventy, 
and the — vear of American Independence. 


La , Clerk. 


The defendant — hereby notified that — required to enter — 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of -————, 18 /-. otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro conte SSO. 


, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Returi. 
Nore.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Charles N. Duhy 
UNItreD STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,a eltizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial cirenit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 


A 7 
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wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you thed and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Clief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ' 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the — year of American Independence. | 

[L. s. | , Clerk. 


The defendant — hereby. notified that — required to enter — 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 1S7—-, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. : 


, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 
Note.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 
GO89 Subpeena in Chancery to George Fenwick 
Unrrep Srares or AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are here»y commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of IS70, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York. is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. | 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with vour 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same, 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the — vear of American Independence. 


[L. s.] , Clerk. 
The defendant — hereby notified that — required to enter — 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 157-, otherwise the bill may be 


taken pro confesso. 


’ Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Nore.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 


340G 


2%, THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES 


Subpcena in Chancery to George Fry. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 


the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the Judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and _ others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have the same. 

Witness the Ilonorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the — year of American Independence. 


ii. @.] , Clerk. 


The defendant — hereby notified that — required to enter — 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 187-, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro CONfFESSO. 

, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 
Norre.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 
Subpcena in Chancery to Anna Ganter. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of ° 


the fifth Judicial circuit of the United States of Ameriea, at a cir- 
cult court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and ag 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, 
complaing mit, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how vou have executed the same. 

Witness the Honor: able Salmon P. € ‘hase, Chief Justice of the Su- 


preme Court of the United States of America. this — day of ; 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the — year of American Independence. 

[L.s.] , Clerk. 
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The defendant — hereby notified that — required to enter — 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United Staters cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 187-, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 
Nore.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Francis Geguron. 
UniTep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have vou then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ' 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the — year of American Independence. 


[ 1. s. | , Clerk. 


The defendant — hereby notified that — required to enter — 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of , LS7-, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


’ Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, after 

due search, cannot be found. 

6590 Subpcena in Chancery to Manuel O. Hanlon. 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 

The President of the United States to the marsha! for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be nolden on the first Monday of , 1570, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 


* 
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wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
~ year of American Independence. 


9 


seventy, and the 


[ 1. s. | , Clerk. 
The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter 
—— appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; othetwise, the bill 


may be taken pre cOnfesso. 


—-— —,, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Notre.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Ulgar H. Holmes. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the Judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endersement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Hlonorable Salmon RB. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ’ 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the vear of American Independence. 


[L. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-—; otherwise, the 
bill May be taken pro cOnfesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 


—_—— i | 
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Subpeena in Chancery to C. M. liopkins 


Unitep STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

Your are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1570, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Sglmon P. | 7 ase,-Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court me the United States of America, this — dav of 
,in the year of our Lord one wien eight hundred and 
se venty, anid tony year of American Independe nce, 


[1.. s.] Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that —— required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of ——, 1S7-; otherwise, the 
bill may be taken pro confesso. 


Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 


Subpcena in Chancery to J. Jacquemard 


Unrrep STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon .a eitizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cireuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is compl: un- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Ch: ase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
,in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 


seventy, and the year of American Indepe ndence. 
[1. s. ] , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that required to enter 
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appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise, the 
bill may be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpoena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, eanhot be found. 


6591 Subpeena in Chancery to Francois Lacroix. 
Unrrep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit caurt to be holden on the first Monday of. , 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed thre same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
,in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the year of American Independence. 

Ir. s. | , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter 
appearance In the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise, the bill 
may be taken pro confe SSO. 


| , Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 
NoteE.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files and 
after due search, cannot be found. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Widow Lubel. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the distriet of 
Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cult court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 


e-..> 
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Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justiee of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
,in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the vear of American Independence. 


[1 s. | ; Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter 
—— appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of ——, 157—; otherwise, the 
bill may be taken pro confesso. 


; Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 


Subpcena in Chancery to Jean Labbe. 
Unrrep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon , a eltizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and. others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines.a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have vou then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. | 

Witness the Honorable Salmon DP. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
,in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the year of American Independence. 

[ 1. s.| —_—_——, Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter 
—— appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of ——, 1S7-—; otherwise, the 
bill may be taken pro confesso. 

. Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Note —The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 
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Subpeena in Chancery to Mrs. A. N. Landry. 
> 


UnIrepD STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the Judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a billin chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with, your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
,in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the year of American Independence. 


[rs 8.] , Clerk: 


The defendant —— hereby notified that required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of , 187-; otherwise, the 
bill may be taken pro confesso. ' 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 


6592 Subpcena in Chancery to G. Landry. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice cf the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
-——, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sev- 
enty, and the year of American Independence. 


[u.s.] , Clerk. 
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The defendant —— hereby notified that required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 1S7-; otherwise, the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 


-~Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 


Subpeena in Chancery to John L. Laise. 
UnIteED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,a eltizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have vou then and there this wrii, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sev- 
enty, and the vear of American Independence. 

[t. s.] Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of , 1S7-; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 


Subpcena in Chancery to John J. Laise. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 
You are hereby commanded to summon .a eitizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 


cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
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wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not,and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how vou have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
,in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sev- 
enty, and the year of American Independence. 


[L. 8. ] | , Clerk. 
The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter 
—— appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise, the bill may 


be taken pro confesso. 
, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 
Norr.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 
Subpeena in Chancery to J. P. Maylish. 
Unirep STates OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon — ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and_ others, 
Wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, 
is complainant and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon. P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
, In the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sev- 
enty, and the vear of American Independence. 


[ 1. Ss. | , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise, the bill 


may be taken pro confesso. 


Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Nore.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 


; 
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6593 Subpcena in Chancery to J. B. Hoel. 
Unxrrep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a cireuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , ESTO, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others; wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ' 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 


(1. s. | . Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter 
—— appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of , 1S7-; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 
Note.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 


Subpeena in Chancery to M. Ostringer. 
UnIrep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the distriet of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have vou then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how vou have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ' 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 


[ 1. s. | . Clerk. 
The defendant 


hereby notified that required to enter 


5436 THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit 
court on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise, the bill 
may be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Norr.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, after 


due search, cannot “be found. 
Subpcena in Chancery to Miss Nancy Lewis. 


UnItrep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 


Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded " summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the lionorable the judges of 


the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 


in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and_ seventy, 


and the vear of American Independence. 


[L. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise, the bill 
may be taken pro confesso. 


’ Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 
Nore.—The foregoing subpoena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 
Subpeena in Chancery to A. H. Porter. 
Unrrep States OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of the 
State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of the 
fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is com- 
plainant and said and others, are defendants. 


» » 


dill ollie. 


ui. 
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Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Jastice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of , 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and, the year of American Independence. 

[L. s.] , Clerk. 

The defendant hereby notified that required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit 
court on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-—; otherwise, the bill 
may be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Norr.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 


6594 Subpeena in Chancery to John Pemberton. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, ata 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1570, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon VP. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
In the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the vear of American Independence. 


[L. s. | , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notitied that —— required toenter —— 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court 
on or before the first Monday of , 1S7-; otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Notre.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 
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Subpeena in Chancery to Nobert Poscon. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to he holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with. your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of , 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 


hs.] , Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of ——, 157—; otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Notr.—The foregoing subpoena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 


Subpeena in Chancery to T. J. Pohnan. 


Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: : 

You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear befere the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of , 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the vear of American Independence. 


fn. 8] Clerk. 


The defendant 


hereby notified that —— required to enter 


a=" <7. - a — 
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appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cirenit court 
on or before the first Monday of , 1S7-; otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


. Clerk. 


Marshal's Return. 


Notrrt.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 
Subpceena in Chancery to James Renchart. 
Unirep States OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said cand others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ——, 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 


[L. s. | ; Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court 
on or before the first Monday of , 1S7—; otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpoena is missing from the files and, 

after due search, cannot be found. 

G595 Subpeena in Chancery to Peter Santamant. 

Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 

The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citzen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 


5440 THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ' 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] . Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of , 1S7-; otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


—_—«x—,, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpoena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 


Subpcena in Chancery to Gaston de Serre. 
Unirep Srares oF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon : , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of»the United States of America, this — day of 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. - 


Pa. 8.) , Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 

, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 
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Subpeena in Chancery to Robert Simeon. e 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of . 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen ef the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ' 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] , Clerk. 
The defendant hereby notified that —— required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of ——, 1S7-; otherwise the bill may 


be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 


Subpeena in Chancery to W. G. Sennotte. 


ty Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 
¥ The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 
You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citzen of 
| the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
t of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a ) 
: circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, j 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. : 


Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 
Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 


preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ; : 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 

[u. s.] , Clerk. | 


The defendant —— hereby notified that required to enter —— 


v41G 
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appearance in the elerk’s office of the United States cireuit court 
on or before the first Monday of ——, 1S7-; otherwise the bill may 


be taken pro confe SSO. 
; Cl, rh. 


Marshal’s Return. 
Nore.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 
6596 Subpeena in Chancery to Mrs. Henry St. Paul. 


Unrrep STATES OF AMERICA’ 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the dist rict of 


Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the tifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then and 
there*to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, 1s 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how vou have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of : 
in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the — year of American Independence. 


[L. s. | , Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that required to enter —— 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of , 1S7-; otherwise, the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Antonio Sellers. 
UnireD STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 


ay 
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Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sey- 
enty, and the year of American Independence. 

[u. s.] Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise, the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Lewis St. John. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen 
of the State of Lousiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, 
at a cireuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said and others are defend- 
ants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this -day of ; 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that required toenter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of ,187-; otherwise, the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 
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Subpeena in Chancery to Elizabeth Shallach. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 


the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is com plain- 
ant, and said —— ——and others are defendants. — - 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 


preme Court of the United States of America, this —— day of ——, 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the —— year of American Independence. 

it @1 , Clerk. 


The defendant Sa hereby notified that a required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 157—; otherwise, the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, 

after due search, cannot be found. 

6597 Subpeena in Chancery to Widow Peter Touglet. 

Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: | 

The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: | 

You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1S70, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Iferein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how vou have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this —— day of —, 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence 


it. &] , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required toenter —— 


\v 
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appearance In the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise, the bill may be 
taken pro conte SSO. 


; ( 7, ri. 
Marshal's Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 
Subpcena in Chancery to Widow J. Tricou. 
Unirep STatTes OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal -for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. | 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this —_—_— day of —_, 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the —— vear of American Independence. 

[L. s. | " Clerk. 

The defendant ——herebv notified that —— required lo enter —— 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 157-; otherwise, the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal's Return. 


Nore.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 
Subpeena in Chancery to James Titus. 
Unitep States or AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a-cireuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1570, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, Is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 
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Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how vou have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme — of the United States of America, this day of 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sev- 
enty, and the —— year of American Independence. 

[ 1. s. | , Clerk. 

The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter —— 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 157—; otherwise, the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


= , Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Nore—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 


Subpcena in Chancery to Oscar Valleton. 
Unitrep STATES OF AMERICA: : 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon - , a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at 
a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said and others are defend- 
ants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the U nited States of America, this —— day of ——, 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sev- 
enty, and the year of American Independence. 

Clerk. 


i. &3 


The defendant hereby notified th: at —— required to enter —— 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise, the bill may be 


taken pro confesso. 


Marshal’s Return. 


, Clerk. 


Notge.—The foregoing subpoena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 


\v 


\v 
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6598 Subpoena in Chancery to Widow Valentine Wilhelm. 


UnIrep STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon , & cltizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of Amer- 
ica, at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ; 
1870, then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him 
and others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 


. endorsement thereon how you have executed the Slime. 


Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ’ 
In the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the vear of American Independence. 


[L. s. | , Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that —— required to enter —— 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court 
on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 

, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 
Note.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Mrs. P. Wilman. 
Unirep STaTes OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, 
is complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ’ 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 


[L. s. | ; Clerk. 


The defendant 


hereby notified that —— required to enter 
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appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise, the bill may 


be taken pro confe ‘880. 
, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Nore.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Helena Zennon. 


Unirep SratTes OF AMERICA: , 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to be: holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, 
is complain: int, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
——,in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the year of American Independence. 


[u. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that —— re quire “1 to enter —— 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cire uit court on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 157-; otherwise, the bill may 


be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 
Notre.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 
Subpcena in Chancery to Edmund Abel. 
Unitrep States oF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the distriet of 
Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of Amer- 
ica, at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 
1870, then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against 
him and others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State 
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of New York, is complainant, and said and others are 
defendants. 


Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how vou have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 


[ 1. s.] : . Cl rk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter —— 
appearance In the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise, the bill may 


be taken pro confesso. 
, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 


6999 Subpeena in Chancery to Widow Maune Arcton, alias Arraton. 


UNITED States OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how vou have executed the same. 

Witness the Hlonorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ' 
in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 

[u. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 

, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 
Marshal’s Retun 


Note.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 
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Subpeena in Chancery to Joseph Biers, alias James Beers. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New ¥ork, is 
complainant, and said —— and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ——, 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the —— year of American Independence. 


[1. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 

, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Nore.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 


) 


Subpeena in Chancery to Pierre Bordes. 
UNITED Srates or AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ——, 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the —— year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter 
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appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 
Note.—The foregoing subpcena is, missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Joseph Brumeau. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting : : 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 


preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ' 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the —— year of American Independence. 

[L. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that required to enter —— 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 
Nore.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 
6600 Subpcena in Chancery to Mrs. C. Borgeau. 
Unitep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 


ee am 
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wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed tle same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 


Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 


,in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter 
—— appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of ——, 187; otherwise, the bill may be 
taken pro confe SSO. : 


, Clerk. 


Marshal's Return. 
Notre —The foregoing subpoena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Jean Bazax. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, ¢ireeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, 
at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1570, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said and others are defend- 
ants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you liave executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
,in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the year of American Independence. 


[L. s. | ; Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter 
—— appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of ——, 187 ; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confe SSO, 


, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


NotreE.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 
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Subpeena in Chancery to Mrs. V. Bertonier. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marsh: u for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


‘You are hereby commanded to summon , a eltizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and. others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said -—— and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 

it. a ,» Clerk. 

The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter 
—— appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of ——, 187 ; otherwise, the bill may be 
taken pro confe SSO. | 


, Cerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 
Notre.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 
Subpcena in Chancery to Marie Hortense Bousset. 
Unrrep States OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Loulsiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, 
ata circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1ST, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not,and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
,in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the year of American Independence. 


[L. s. | Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter 


ee 
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—— appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court 
on or before the first Monday of , 187 ; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 
Notrr.—The foregoing subpcena is missing’ from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 
6601 Subpeena in Chancery to Joseph Bompart. 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 


. . . —— . ’ ° ° 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, 
at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed, the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
,in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the vear of American Independence. 


[Le s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter 
—— appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court 
on or before the first Monday of , 187 ; otherwise,.the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 
NotE.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from. the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Aristide Carlon. 
UnITED STaTEs OF AMERICA: : 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 
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Herein fail not,and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 
Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 


Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
,in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the —— year of American Independence. 
[ L. s. | Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that required to enter 
appearance in the elerk’s oftice of the United States circuit court, 
on or before the first Monday of ——, 157 ; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 
Note.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 
Subpoena in Chancery to Widow L. Colomb. 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then: and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said —— and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
—— in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of ——, 187 ; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


. Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Nore.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 
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Subpeena in Chancery to Arthur Dejean. 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, 
at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Ilonorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 


Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
——,in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the —— year of American Independence. 
[ r. s. | , Clerk. 
The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter 
—— appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court 
on or before the first Monday of ——, 187 ; otherwise, the bill may 


be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 
Note.—The foregoing subpoena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 
6602 Subpeena in Chancery to E. G. Douvillier. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: : 


You are hereby commanded to summon ——, a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of .1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, 1s 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] , Clerk. 
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The defendant hereby notified that required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of , IS7—; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 


Subpeena in Chancery to J. A. Douvillier. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , L870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ——, 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and. seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of thie United States circuit cou rt, 
on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise, the bill may 
taken pro confesso. , 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Nore.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Mrs. Drouant. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and 
there to answera bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
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wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you liave executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Clief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of , in 
the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, and 
the - year of American Independence. 


[L. 8. ] , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that required to enter 
—— appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit 
court on or before the first Monday of , 1S7-; Otherwise, the 
bill may be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Norre.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Eugene Dunand. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of the 
State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of the 
fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer’a bill in chancery, filed against and others, wherein Myra 
Clark Gaines, a citizen of tie State of New Y ork, is complainant, and 
sald and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this —day of ——, in 
the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sev enty, and 
the year of American Inde ‘pendence. 

[L. s.] , Clerk. 

The defendant hereby notified that required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro conse ssO. 

, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Notre.—The foregoing subpceena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 


a 


a 
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6603 Subpeena in Chancery to George B. Eberling. 


UnireD STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of the 
State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of the 
fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have vou then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of , In 
the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that required toenter 
appearance inthe clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of , 18S7-; otherwise, the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, 


after due search, cannot be found. 
“ 


Subpeena in Chancery to Widow Evenard. 


UnitepD STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme ( vourt of the United States of America, this — day of 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] , Clerk. 


required to enter 


The defendant —— hereby notified that 
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—— appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-—; otherwise, the 
bill may be taken pro confesso. 

, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 


Subpcena in Chancery to O. Freret. 


Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of the 
State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of the 
fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to.be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, andshave you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Clief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ——, 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the —— year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] | , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that required to enter 
—— appearance. in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise, the 
bill may be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Lucien Franciene. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon, ,a eltizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cult court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 
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Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of --—— 
in the vearof our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] , Clerk. 
The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter 
—— appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of——, 1S7-; otherwise, the bill 
may be taken pro confesso. 
, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Nore.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the. files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 


6604 Subpeena in Chancery to Mrs. F. J. Forstal. 


Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: ; 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ,1S70, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Clief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ; 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy 
and the —— year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] ; Ch rk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that required to enter —— 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 187—; otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Notre.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 
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Subpeena in Chancery to John KE. Gabaroche. 
Unirep States OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 


the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complain: int, and said and others are defenelants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with. your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of : 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sev enty, 
and the vear of American Independence. 

[L. s.] , Clerk. 

The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter —— 
appearance in the clerk’s oftice of the United States cireuit court on 
or be fee the first Monday of , 18S7-; otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Nore.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 


Subpcena in Chancery to Palmyra Grovier. 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the distriet of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ' 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the vear of American Indepe ndence. 


(1. s.] Clerk. 


hereby notified that 


The defendant 


required to enter 
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appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of , IST—; otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Nore.—The foregoing subpoena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 


Subpcena in Chancery to Edward Guillot. 
Unirep STatTes OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon , a eitizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ——, 
in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 

[ i. s. | . Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that —— required to enter —— 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 187—; otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpoena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 


6605 Subpeena in Chancery to Widow J. Galagher. 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of _1S70, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
whereiti Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. | 
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~~” 
Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 
Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 
[L. s.] , Clerk. 
. 


The defendant hereby notified that required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of , 187-; otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


——, (Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Nore.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Patrick Galagher. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of . 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon — , a citizen o 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at 
a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said and others are defend- 
ants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States-of America, this — day of ; 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 


[. s.] , Clerk. 
The defendant hereby notified that required to enter —— bi 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. | 
, Clerk, 
Marshal’s Return. 
Note.—The foregoing subpoena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. i 
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Subpcena in Chancery to A. Gautier. 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: _ 

You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1570, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said — and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 


fi. s.] Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Mrs. J. Hopkins. 
Unxirep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at 
a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said and others are defend- 
ants. 

Herein fail not,and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ; 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 

[L. s.] , Clerk. 
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The defendant —— hereby notified that required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise the bill may 


be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Nore.—The foregoing subpoena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 


6606 Subpceena in Chancery to Prosper Howard. 


UnireED States OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of the 
State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of the 
fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cireuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chaneery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have vou then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Clief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this day of ——, 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise, the bill 
may be taken pro confesso. 


Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Norr.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files and, after 

due search, cannot be found. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Henry F. Hall. 

Unirep Sravres oF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of Ame rica, at a circuit 


court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
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Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this - day of 
in the year ont our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the ar of American Indepe ndence. 


[L. s.] . Clerk. 
The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter 
—— appearance in the elerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise, the bill 


nay be tuken pro confesso, 


. Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Nore.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Prosper Howell. 
Unrirep States OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant and said — and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this day of ’ 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Indepe ndence. 


[L. s. | , Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that —— required to enter 
—— appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of ——, 1S7—; otherwise, the bill 
may be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Nore.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the tiles and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 
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Subpecena in Chancery to J. M. Journe. 
UnirED STATES OF AMERICA : 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of the 
State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of the 
fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant and said —— and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this day of 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 


[ie s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that required to enter 

appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of , 187-—; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Nore.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, after 

due search, cannot “be found, 

6607 ' Subpoena in Chancery to Louis Jessum. 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 

The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon -,a citizen of the 
State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of the 
fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this day of 
, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sev- 
enty, and the year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] | , Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that —— required to enter 
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—— appgarance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court 
on or bef¢re the first Monday of , 1S7-; otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files, and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 
Subpeena in Chancery to L.S. Jardinier. 
Unitrep STates OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of the 
State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of the 
fitth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit court 
to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there to 
answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this day of ' 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the —— year of American Independence., 


[L. s. | : Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that required to enter 
—— appearance in the clerk’s ofice of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


; Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 


Subpeena in Chancery to H. Kellogg. 


Unitep STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cireuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant and said and others are defendants. 
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Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how, you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this day of ; 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 

[L. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that required to enter 
—— appearance in the clerk’s oftice of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of , 157-; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


——, C'lerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 
NotE.—The foregoing subpoena Is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Eugene Kabasse. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon -——, a citizen of the 
State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of the 
fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant and said — and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how vou have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this day of , 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of —-—,187-; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


scoisaial Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpoena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 


, 
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6608 Subpeena in Chancery to Jean Lavie. 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 

The.President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon ,a cltizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a cireuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. | 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sev- 
enty, and the year of American Independence. 


[ L. s.] Cle rk, 


The defendant —— hereby notified that required to enter 
——- appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise the bill 
may be taken pro confesso. 

, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Notre.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Joseph Lettiere. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of 1S70, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is compl: Wie 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sey- 
enty, and the year of American Independence. 

[L. s. | , Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that required to enter 


5472» =THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit 
court on or before the first Monday of ——, 1870; otherwise the bill 
may be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 
Note.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Widow R. Locul. 
UnITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 


the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the ffth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said 7 and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter 
—— appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of , 18S7-; otherwise the bill 
may be taken pro cOnfEesso. 


, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpoena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Widow Alexander Lamy. 
Unirep STatres OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cireuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 


- ——_ ~ane p- ete 
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Herein fall not, and have you then and there this wrt, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. | 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
,in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sev- 
enty, and the year of American Independence. 


[L. s. | . Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that required to enter 
—— appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of , 1S7—; otherwise the bill 
may be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


NotE.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 


6609 Subpeena in Chancery to J. Labat. 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon —., a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cireuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of _ 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have vou then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sey- 
enty, and the year of American Independence. 

[L. s.| : Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise the bill 
may be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Nott.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 
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Subpeena in Chancery to Alice Lanchain, alias Alice Lacroix. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: | 

You are hereby commanded to summon ,a eltizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of . ! 
,in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sev- 
enty, and the year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of ——, 187—; otherwise the bill 
may be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Nore.—The foregoing subpoena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 


Subpcena in Chancery to Leontine Lanchaux, alias Leontine Lacroix. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for.the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, ata circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
,n the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sev- | 
enty, and the vear of American Independence. 


{ey , Clerk. 4 


The defendant hereby notified that required to enter 
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appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of ——, 187—; otherwise the bill 
May be taken pro confesso. 
, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Nore.—The foregoing subpoena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 


, 


Subpeena in Chancery to Leoline Lanchaux, alias Leoline Lacroix. 


Unirep STatTes OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cireuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1S7-, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed ag: ainst him and othe ‘rs, Wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 


Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 
Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sey- 
enty, and the vear of American Independence. 
[L. s.] . , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that required to enter 

appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 

court on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise the bill 
may be taken pro confesso. 


’ i rk. 


Marshal’s Return. 
Nore.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 
6610 Stbpeena in Chancery to J. A. Laneville. 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 

* 
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wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endersement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ' 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 


ra s. | . Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that —— required to enter —— 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court, on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 157-, otherwise the bill may¥ be 
taken pro confesso. 


Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Notre.—-The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. , 
Subpoena in Chancery to Ferman Lavasseur. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ——, 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the —— year of American Independence. 


fh. 8] , Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that required to enter —— 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court, on 
or before the first Monday of , 1S7-, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Nore.—The foregoing subpoena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 


‘ 
> = rec = “a oe eee ee pee 


wr 


an OS 


> —_—. 
\—_. 4 - 


— te ee 


- 


THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. ATT 


Subpeena in Chancery to J. B. Lawson. 
Unirep States oF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon DP. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ——, 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the —— year of American Independence. 


[ 1. s. | : Clerk. 


The defendant ——hereby notified that required toenter —— 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 157-, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


; Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 
Nore.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Mrs. M. Michel. 
Uxirep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon , acitizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of —— 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the vear of American Independence. 


[ 1. s. | , Clerk. 
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The defendant hereby notified that required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of , 187-, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 
NotrE.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 
6611 Subpoena in Chancery to Francis Mercadel. 
Unirep Sratres oF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and _ others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 

fu. s.] ? , Clerk. 

The defendant hereby notified that —— required to enter —— 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of , 187-, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Nore.—The foregoing subpoena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Mrs. J. Muller. 
Unrrep STaTes oF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable = 
judges of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of Americ 
at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ' 1870, 
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then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 


[L. s. | . Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that required to enter —— 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States eireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of , 1S7-, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Nore.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files, and after 
due search connot be found. 


Subpeena in Chancery to D. B. Macarty. 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon —— ——, a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have exeeuted the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
,in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the —— year of America Independence. 


[L. s.] Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter 
—— appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-, otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 

, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Nore.—-The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files, and 
after due search cannot be found. 
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Subpena in Chancery to George Musbach. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal of the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 


Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your - 


endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 


ty , Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that —— required to enter —— 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 187-, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confeaso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Norr.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files, and after 

due search cannot be found. 

6612 Subpeena in Chancery to Charles D. Monsabert. 

Unitrep States OF AMERICA: 

The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : i 

You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have yeu then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. ’ 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of in 
the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, and 
the vear of American Independence. 


[L.s. | , Clerk. 
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The defendant hereby notified that required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-—; otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 
Nore.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot “be found. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Francis Ney. 
Unrrep STatEs OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 


Louisiana, Greeting : , 
You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 


the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, i 

complainant and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. ( hase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — d: ay of , in 
the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, and 
the vear of American Independence. 


[u. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of —— 1S87-; otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 
Notre.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot “be found. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Jean Ollie. 
Unirep STatTes OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen ot the State of New York, is complain- 
ant and said and others are defendants. 
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Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ——, in 
the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, and 
the vear of American Independence. 

[L. s.] , Clerk. 

The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of -—— 187-; otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. : 


Nore.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 
Subpoena in Chancery to Mrs. E. Pigeon. 
Unitep STatres OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: | 

You are hereby commanded to summon —— —,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the hanorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ' 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 

[ 1. s. | , Clerk. 

The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter 
—— appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of , 1S7-, otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro CONFESSO. 


; Cle rk. 


Marshal’s Return. 
Notr.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 7 
6615 Subpeena in Chancery to Marceline E. Pecora. 
Unirep Sratres or AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting : 
You are hereby commanded to summon 


—, a citizen of 
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the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to be holden on the first Mondey of ——, 1570, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 


Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 


in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that -— required to enter 
—— «appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-, otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


—-_— —_, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Nore.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 


Subpeena in Chancery to J. Prosper. 
Unirep STATes oF AMERICA : 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ,' 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 


[L. s. | , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of —— 187-, otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
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Marshal’s Return. 
Nore.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 
Subpoena in Chancery to A. J. Phelps. 
UniTED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal of the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial district of the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery filed against him and others, 


wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, 


is complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not,and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. | 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ' 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 

[L. 8. ] , Clerk. 

The defendant —— hereby notified that —--- required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of 187-, otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 

Notrre.—The foregoing subpoena is missing from the files and, after 

due search, cannot be found. : | 
Subpeena in Chancery to Widow P. Rochefort. 

Unirep Sratres OF AMERICA: 

The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon DP. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — dav of 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 


TL. 8.) , Clerk. 


—_ 
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The defendant hereby notified that —— required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 

. Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 
Note.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 
6614 Supeena in Chancery to August Rencourt. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1570, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
,in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the year of American Independence. 

[ 1. s. | . Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of , IST—, otherwise the 
bill may be taken pro confesso. 


’ Clerk. 
~Marshal’s Return. 

Nore.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files, and 

after due search cannot be found. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Widow J. C. de St. Romes. 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 

of Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,a eltizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against Aim and others, 
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wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court jof the United States of America, this — day of 
,in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy and the year of American Independence. 

[ 1. s. | . Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby ‘notified that required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit 
court on or before the first Monday of ——, 187—; otherwise the bill 


may be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 
Nore.—The foregoing subpoena is missing from the files, and 
after due search cannot be found. 
Subpeena in Chancery to IH. Rhoder. 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting: | 


* 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, 
is complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon .P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 


Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
,in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the —— year of American Independence. 
[L. s.] , Clerk. 
The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter 


appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of , 1870; otherwise the bill 
may be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Notre—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files, and 
after due search cannot be found. 


eGuV7" ——_ 
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Subpeena in Chancery to Jacob Rodzsung. 
Uxrrep STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to ap pear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial e ircuit of the United States of Ame ‘rica, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1570, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, 
is complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
,in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the —— year of American Independence. 

[n.s.] | , Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that —— required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise the bill 
may be taken pro confesso. 

, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 
NoteE.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files, and 
after due search cannot be found. 
6615 Subpcena in Chancery to Albert Richard. 
Unirep States or AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to, summon , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then and 
there to answer a_ bill in chancery, filed against him and _ others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said —— and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable ‘Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
,in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
se venty, : and the —— year of American Independence. 


[1.. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that required to enter 
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appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of , IS7-; otherwise the 
bill may be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 
Note. —The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files, and 
> > " > ’ 
after due search cannot be found. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Jean Bazax. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Grecting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then 
and there to answer a billin chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon LP. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
,in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the year of American Independence. 


[i s.] —., Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter 
—— appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise the 


bill may be taken pro coufesso. 


, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 
Nore.—The foregoing subpoena is missing from the files, and 
after due search cannot be found. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Francis Rochereaux. 
Unrrep STaAtTes OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the*judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants, 
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Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ——, 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of , 1S7-; otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


. Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 
Note —The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 
Subpeena in Chapeery to J. B. Slawson. 
Unitep STaTEs OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citzen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1570, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that —— required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-—; otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro econfesso. 

, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 
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6616 Subpoena in Chancery to Widow L. E. Saurez. 
Unitep STATES OF AMERICA: . 


The President of the United States to the marsh: aul for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 


the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, witlr your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 


preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the — year of American Independence. 
(<3 ae , Clerk. 
The defendant —— hereby notified that required to enter 


appearance in the clerk’s office of thé United States circuit 
court, on or before the first Monday of , 1S7--, otherwise the bill 
may be taken pro confesso. 


—— —- (ek. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Notre.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files,and after 
due search, cannot be found. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Fred. Schumacher. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
eourt to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. = * 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ' 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the — year of American Independence. 


ia s. | , Clerk. 
hereby notified that 


The defendant required to enter 


- * 


~~ ae 
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—-—- appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court, on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-, otherwise the bill 
may be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. | 


Notrt.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Estate of Hipolite Tricon. 
Unirep Strates OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon IP. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ——, 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the — year of American Independence. 

[L. s.] , Clerk. 

The defendant hereby notified that —— required to enter 
—— appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court, on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-, otherwise the bill 
may be taken pro confesso. 


| , Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. | 
Note.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 
Subpcena in Chancery to Mathilda Thibault. 
Unirep States oF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 

* 
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Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Clief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ' 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the — year of American Independence, 


[L. s. | , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that required to enter 
—— appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court, on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-, otherwise the bill 
may be taken pro confesso. : 

, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Notr.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 


6617 Subpcena in Chancery to Hubert Treille. 


Univrep STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United Statcs to the m: arshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby omneniedinl to summon , a citizen of 


the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States-of America, this — day of ,1n 
the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and se venty, and 
the — year of American Inde pendence. 


[1 ‘ s. | . Clerk. 


The defendant — hereby notified that —— required to enter — 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court, on 
or before the first Monday of 187-, otherwise the bill may be 


taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return: 


NotE.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 
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Subpeena in Chancery to Emanuel Vallerie. 


Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherem 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the — year of American Independence. 

[L. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant — hereby notifie¢d that —— required to enter — 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court, on 
or before the first Monday of , 1S7-, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Notre.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 


Subpcena in Chancery to A. W. Roberts. 


Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the — year of American Independence. 

[ 1. s. | ; Clerk. 


The defendant — hereby notified that —— required to enter — 
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appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court, on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 187-, otherwise the bill may be 
tuken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpoena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 


Subpeena in Chancery to P. S. Wiltz. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of | 


Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the — year of American Independence. 


(a) oi , Clerk. 


The defendant — hereby notified that —— required to enter — 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court, on 
or before the first Monday of , 18S7-, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 
Notre.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 
6618 Subpeena in Chancery to Widow C. Abres. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of Ameriea, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden ‘on the first Monday of , 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said and others are defentants. 
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Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ’ 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 


[he s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that required to enter —— 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 157-, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


. Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Nore.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot ‘be found. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Andrew Dubuch. 
Unrrep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New Y ork, 1 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with vour 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of Ameriea, this — day of 
in the year of our Lord one thousand cight hundred and seventy 
and the year of American Indepe mndence. 


[1. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter —— 
appearance in the clerk’s ‘office of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of ——, 157-, otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 
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Subpeena in Chancery to Dr. F. Lobatut. 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and _ others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Clef Justice of the Su- 


preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of : 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the —— year of American Independence. 

[1. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that —— required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Mond: ay of ——, 187-, otherw! ise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 
Marshal 


Nore.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot “be found. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Evariste Lapene, Sr. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded wi suminon Evariste Lapene, Sr., a 
citizen of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the 
judges of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, 
at a circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of April, 1870, 
then and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and 
others, Wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New 
York, is complainant, and said Evariste Lapene Sr., and others are 
defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Samuel P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this 12th day of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the 94 year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] (Signed) | D. URBAN, Clerk. 


) 
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The defendant is hereby notified that he is required to enter his 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of April, 1870, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pre confesso. 


(S'g’d) D. URBAN, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Received Feb. 14, 1870, by the U.S. marshal, and on the 21st 
day of the same month and year served a [copy] of the within sub- 
peena in chancery on Evariste Lapene, Sr., by delivering the same 
to him in person at his domicile, in the parish of Lafourche, 45 miles 
distant from this city. 

New Orleans, Feb. 21, 1870. 

(Signed) CHAS. STEEL, 
Special Deputy Marshal. 


6619 Subpeena in Chancery to Widow C. Bertonlin. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon —— —-, a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said — and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ’ 
in the year of our Lord, one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 


fu. s.] 


The defendant hereby notified that —— required to enter —— 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of , 1S7-, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 


. Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Notre.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 
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Subpeena in Chancery to Charles Bergner. 
Unirep STares OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cireuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 3 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of , 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the, year of American Independence. 


r. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that —— required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 187-, otherwise the bill may be 
tuken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 
Note.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 
Subpeena in Chancery to G. A. Bauman. 
Unirep States OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 3 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cireuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of | 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 


te y , Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that required to enter 
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appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of , 187-, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Nore.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Estate of Thomas Cripps. 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon , a eltizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — dav of : 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the — year of American Independence. 


[L. s. | . Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that required toenter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 187-, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Nott —The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files and, after 
due searcn, cannot be found. 


6620 Subpeena in Chancery to Widow Campbell. 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said —— and others are defendants. 
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Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of , 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the —— year of American Indepe ndence. 


[L. s.] . Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter 
—— appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of , 187-, otherwise the bill may be 
tuken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Nore.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Mrs. W. F. Chapman. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district, 


of Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are here»y commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable &: almon LP. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 


preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the —— year of American Independence. 

[L. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that required to enter —_—— 
appearance in the clerk’s oftice of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 187-, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Notre.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 
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Subpeena in Chancery to C. A. Carriere. 
UNrrep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 


the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first, Monday of , 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and _ others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 

[L. s. | , Clerk. 

The defendant hereby notified that required to enter —— 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 187-, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesse. 

, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Nore.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 


Subpcena in Chancery to Mrs. Sarah Ann Gaines, 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 


the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon “ — Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States America, this — day of ' 
in the year of our Lord one sana eight hundred and sey enty, 
and the year of American Independence. 


[1.s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that 


required to enter —— 
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appearance in the clerk’s office of the United Staters cireuit court on 
or before the first Monday of , 187-, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 
Note.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 
6621 Subpeena in Chancery to J. 8. Meilleur. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: | 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district 
of Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 


the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and 
there to-answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon, how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Hlonorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 


preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the —— year of American Independence. 
[ay , Clerk. 
The defendant —— hereby notified that required to enter 


appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of , 1S7-, otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso., 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 
NotE.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 
Subpcena in Chancery to Anna C. G. de Monsabert. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon - , a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the tifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
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wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
, In the vear of our Lord one Prete son: eight hundred and 
seventy, and the year of American Indepe nde mee. 

[ L. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter 
—— appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of , 1S7—; otherwise, the bill 
may be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 
Nore.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 
Subpcena in Chancery to Widow Remele. 
UnireD STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a ¢ itizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon DP. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ' 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the vear of American Independence. 


[L. s. | . Clerk. 


The a —— hereby notified that —— required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of ——, 187—; otherwise, the 
bill may be ti aken pro cOnfEssO. 


tlerk. 


J 


Marshal's Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 
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Subpeena in Chancery to Victor de St. Romes. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting : 


Your are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 


the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
,in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the year of American Independence. 


[L.-s. | , Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that —— required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of ——, 157-;. otherwise, the 
bill may be taken pro confpesso. 4 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Noté.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, 

after due search, cannot be found. 

22 Subpoena in Chancery to I*. arth. 

Unirep STatres OF AMERICA: 

The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: ; 

You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendauts. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
.in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that required to enter 
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appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit 
court on or before the first Monday of , 187-; otherwise, the 
bill may be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Nore.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 


Subpcena in Chancery to John Nouens. 


Unitrep STaTes OF AMERICA: 


~The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 


Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon , & citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed ‘against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
,in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the year of American Independence. 


[i s.] | , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit 
court on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise, the bill 
may be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Nore.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 


Subpcena in Chancery to Louis St. John. 
Unrrep States oF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen 
of the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and =. 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a ¢ itizen of the State of New York, 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 
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Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Cliase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
,in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the year of American Independence. 


[L. s.| , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of , 1S7—; otherwise, the 
bill may be taken pro confesso. 


+ , Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 
Nore.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 


Subpeena in Chancery to EK. B. Lehman. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon — ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and_ others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same.. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon LP. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
,in the year of our Lord .one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the year of American Independence. 


1. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise, the 
bill may be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Note —The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 
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6623 Subpeena in Chancery to Wm. Chambers & J. W. Hynson, 
| Executors of J. Cole, Dee. 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA : 

The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cireuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a billin chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said —— and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
,in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, and the year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that required to enter 
—— appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of , 1S7—; otherwise, the 
bill may be taken pro confess. 


’ Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Nore.—The foregoing subpoena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 


Subpeena in Chancery to J. M. Brunette. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1570, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sey- 
enty, and the year of American Independence. 

[u. s.] , Clerk. 
* 
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The defendant —— hereby notified that required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on 
or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise, the bill may be 
taken pro confess. 

: , Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Notre.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Pierre Brunette. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,a eitizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this wrtt; with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Jastice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and _ sev- 
enty, and the year of American Independence. 


[. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant —— hereby notified that required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of , [S7—; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 

, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Note.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 


Subpcena in Chancery to Mrs. C. McMurray. 


UnItrep STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
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wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not,and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sevy- 
enty, and the year of American Independence. 

[L. s. | : Clerk. 

The defendant —— hereby notified that —— required to enter 
—— appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of ——, 157-; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 
Nore.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 
(624 Subpeena in Chancery to T. Robertson. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of the 
State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of the 
fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is com- 
plainant and said and others, are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon VP. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ——, 
in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 

[L. s. | ; Clerk. 

The defendant hereby notified that —— required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of , 1S7-; otherwise, the bill 
may be taken pro confesso. 


, Cl rk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Nore.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, ‘“annot be found. 
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Subpeena in Chancery to N. Dabon & J. J. Lamoine. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon — ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, ata 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that —— required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States cireuit court 
on or before the first Monday of ——, 1S7-—; otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 
Note.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 
Subpeena in Chancery to John Diamond. . 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to he holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then 
and there to auswer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ’ 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 


i. s.] , Clerk. 
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The defendant hereby notified that required to enter —— 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of ——, 1S7—; otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 
Note.—The foregoing subpoena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 
Subpeena in Chancery to J. J. Jaudot. 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the distriet of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon VP. Chase, Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ; 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the vear of American Independence. 


[u. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that required to enter —— 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of ——, 1S7-; otherwise the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Nore.—The foregoing subpoena is missing from the files and, 
after due search, cannot be found. 


> 


6625 Subpeena in Chancery to James Keating. 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon .a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of ——, 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and _ others, 
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wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, 
is complainant and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of 
, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sev- 
enty, and the year of American Independence. 


[L. 8. ] , Clerk. 


The defendant hereby notified that —— required to enter 
appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise, the bill 


may be taken pro confesso. 


Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 
Nore.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files and, after 
due-search, cannot be found. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Eliza Paul Senecal. 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
| Louisiana, Greeting: 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the Judges of 
the fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of : 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 

year of American Independence. 


and the 
[v. s.] , Clerk. 
The defendant hereby notified that required to enter 
—— appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court 
on or before the first Monday of , 1S7-; otherwise, the bill may 
be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Nore.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 
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Subpcena in Chancery to J. Lefebre & J. Trolet. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a cir- 
cuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and 
there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and _ others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant and said and others are defendants.’ 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how vou have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ; 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 

[L. s.] , , Clerk. 

The defendant hereby notified that required to enter 
—— appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of ——, 1S7-; otherwise, the bill 
may be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 
Nore.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 
Subpcena in Chancery to Nicholas Fitzsimmons. 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 
Louisiana, Greeting : 


You are hereby commanded to summon , a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court tobe holden on the first Monday of , 1S70, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with vour 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. , 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ; 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the year of American Independence. 


[L. s.] , Clerk. 


The defendant 


hereby notified that required to enter 
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appearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit 
court on or before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise, the bill 
may be taken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 
Note.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files and, after 
due search, cannot be found. 
6626 Subpeena in Chancery to Valmont Bacas. 


Unirep STaATes OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of. 


Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of 
the State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the Judges of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the the United States of America, at a 
circuit court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then 
and there to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, 
wherein Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is 
complainant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Ilonorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this-— day of ——, 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the — year of American Independence. 


Fi, s. | . Clerk. 


The defendant — hereby notified that — required to enter — ap- 
pearance in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court, on or 
before the first Monday of ——, 187-; otherwise the bill may be 
taken pre CONFESSO, 


, Clerk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Nore.—The foregoing subpeena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 
Subpeena in Chancery to Felicia Bacas. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting : 

You are hereby commanded to summon ,a citizen of the 
State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of the 
fifth judicial cireuit of the United States of America, at a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1870, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery filed against him and others, wherein 
Myra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 


> 


> 
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Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ; 
in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
and the — year of American Independence. 


[L. s. | , Clerk. 


The defendent — hereby notified that — required to enter — ap- 
pearance in the clerk’s oftice of the United States cireuit court on or 
before the first Monday of ——, 1S7-; otherwise the bill may be 
taken pro confesso. 


, Chi rk. 
Marshal’s Return. 


Nore.—The foregoing subpcena is missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 


Subpeena in Chancery to Amelia Bacas. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


The President of the United States to the marshal for the district of 

Louisiana, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to summon .a citizen of the 
State of Louisiana, to appear before the honorable the judges of the 
fifth judicial eircuit of the United States of America, ut a circuit 
court to be holden on the first Monday of , 1S70, then and there 
to answer a bill in chancery, filed against him and others, wherein 
Mvra Clark Gaines, a citizen of the State of New York, is complain- 
ant, and said and others are defendants. 

Herein fail not, and have you then and there this writ, with your 
endorsement thereon how vou have executed the same. 

Witness the Flonorable Salmon P. Chase, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States of America, this — day of ° 
in the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy—, 
and the — year of American Independence. 


[L. s. | — ——.,, Clerk. 
The defendant — hereby notitied that — required to enter — ap- 
or a3" in the clerk’s office of the United States circuit court on or 
fore the first Monday of ——, 157-—; otherwise the bill may be 


tuken pro confesso. 


, Clerk. 


Marshal’s Return. 


Notre.—The foregoing subpeena ts missing from the files, and after 
due search cannot be found. 
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6627 Answer of Jean Simon Meilleur. Filed March 25rd, 1870. 
United States Circuit Court. Subpana in Chancery. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
Vs. > No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY. et al. 


And now into this honorable court, by his solicitor, comes Jean’ 


Simon Meilleur, a citizen and resident of this city, who has been 
served with a subpoena in chancery on the complaint herein made 
by Myra Clark Gaines in a suit in chancery under the above title, 
and for answer to said bill says: That your respondent is the owner 
of a piece of land situated on Esplanade St:, between Dorgenois and 
Broad streets, which makes part of the lots 7,8, 9, 15, 14, 15, 16, 17, 
11, 10, 18, 19, 20, or of portions thereof, as per plan of B. Lafon, 
dated 1809, deposited in the office of P. Pedesclaux, not. pub., and 
figuring on the sketch hereto annexed as part of this answer, and 
that the said Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines has no right to the same, be- 
cause the late Daniel Clark, the father of the said Myra Clark 
Gaines, sold the same in his lifetime, and divested himself of all 
right of property to the same by three acts executed before I. Pedes- 
claux, notary public, on the 15th June, 1809, 17th June, 1808, and 
22nd May, 1811; the first being a sale by D. Clark to H’y Licesne ; 
the second a sale of the same to A. Pegnegney, and the 3rd at the 
sale of the same to Jean Watkins, as the whole more fully appears 
by reference to said acts, which your respondent prays may be con- 
sidered as part hereof. 

Your respondent further annexes a copy taken from said plan of 
1809, so far as the lots by him possessed 7s concerned, which he prays 
may be considered a part of his answer. 

He further states that since the institution of said suit he sub- 
mitted his titles to the said Mistress Gaines, who, after a careful ex- 
amination of the same, recognized, by public act executed before A. 
ID. Doriocourt, a notary public in the City of New Orleans, on the 
sth day of March, 1870, that she had instituted the said suit 
against your respondent through error, because the same was sold 
by her father by the acts above referred to, and for a valuable con- 

sideration, and she acknowledged, by said act before <A. 


H628 }). Doriocourt. the validity of the titles of your respondent 


to the lots of ground making part of those above described, 
binding herself to discontinue the suit so far as your respondent is 
interested and concerned, and authorizes him to diseontinue said 
suit so fir as he, respondent, is concerned, promising never to 
trouble your respondent in his quiet possession of said lots, but, on 


the contrary, to acknowledge at all times the validity of the title of 


your respondent to the same, as the whole more fully appears by a 
duly certified copy of the act above referred to executed before the 
sald A. D. Doriocourt, N. P., and hereto annexed as part hereof. 
And your respondent, answering to the interrogatories pro- 
pounded to him in the bill of complaint, says : 
To the Ist. I answer no. 
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To the 2nd. I claim the ownership of the property situated on the 
Esplanade St., between Dorgenois and Broad streets, in the — 1%), 
bounded by said streets and Hospital street, as from a title derived 
from Daniel Clark himself on the 15 June, 1809, 17 June, 1809, and 
22 May, 1811. By said acts the whole square was sold by Daniel 
Clark. <A sketch of said square is annexed as part of my answer. 

To the 5rd. I occupy the property myself. 

To the 4th. I possessed other property in the same block, derived 
from the same title, which I have sold ; cannot say at the moment 
for what consideration. 

And the above premises considered, together with the title exe- 
cuted before A. D. Doriocourt, notary public, on the 18 March, 1870, 
copy whereof duly certified is annexed, your respondent prays that 
said suit be discontinued so far as he is concerned. 

And for general relief. 

(Signed) J. DUVIGNEAUD, Solicitor. 


J.S. Meilleur, being duly sworn, says: That his answers to the 
interrogatories of plaintiff in this case are all true. 


(Signed) ; J.-S. MELLLEUR. 
; a ee 
Sworn to and subseribed before me, March 23rd, 70. 
(Signed) F. B. VINOT, 


Dy Clerk. 


Sketch taken from the plan of B. Lafon made in 1809, deposited 
in the reeords of P. Pedesclaux, not. pub. 
Ne varietur. N. Orl’s, 18 March, 1870. 
(Signed) MYRA CLARK GAINES. 
J.S. MEILLEUR. 


(Here follows diagram, marked No. 6629.) 


629 WALLACE SCOTT, 
AND. DORIOCOURT, 
Witnesses. 
[5-cent Stamp. | 
AND. D. DORLOCOURT, 
N. Pub. 
A true copy. " 
| SEAL. | (S’g"d) AND. D. DORIOCOURT, 
Not. Pub. 
Nore.—The three acts of June 15, 1809, June 17, 1809, and May 

22 1811, referred to in the foregoing answer, were never filed. 

Act by which Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines acknowledged the validity of 
the titles of J. S. Meillear and C. A. Carriere, referred to in fore- 
going answer, and filed M’ch 25, 1870, with motion and order for 
discontinuance as to said Jean Simon Meilleur. 

STATE OF LOUISIANA, 

Parish of Orleans, City of New Orleans: 
Before me, André D, Doriocourt, a notary public duly commissioned 
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and sworn for the parish and City of New Orleans, State of Louisi- 
ana, and in the presence of the unde rsigned witnesses, came and ap- 
peared Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines, widow of the late Edmund P. 
Gaines, a resident of the State of New York, who declares: That 
through error the instituted suit against Mr. Simon Jean Meilleur, 
of this city, claiming the lots hereafter described, but the same was 
sold by her father, Daniel Clark, in his lifetime, as follows, to wit: 
By act passed before P. Pedesclaux, Not. P., dated 15th June, 1809, 
her father sold to Henry Lecesne the lots No-. four, five, and eight 
of sguare No 5, ona plan made by Bb. Lafon, and annexed to an 
act passed on the 9th June, 1809, before the said P. Pedesclaux ; and 
the lots No-. three, seven, nine, ten, eleven, twelve, thirteen, fourteen, 
fifteen, sixteen, seventeen, eighteen, nineteen, and twenty of 

6630 same square, on the same pl: in, to Aimé Pi ignegny, the said 
lots being more fully deseribed in said aets before said notary, 

the sale in favor of Aimé Pignegny having been executed on the 
17th June, 1809; that the said sales were made subject to a ground 
rent, but said-ots hav ing hereafter passed to the possession of Jean 
Watkins by a regular chain of title, her said father, the said Daniel 
Clark, by act passed before the said Pierre Pedesclaux, not. pub., the 
22nd May, 1811, sold the said ground rent to the said Jean Watkins 
for a valuable consideration, as appears by said act, which is to be 
considered as part hereof, so that so much of said lots or portions 
thereof in said square No. 5, now possessed, as before possessed, by 
said Jean S. Meilleur, are free from all claims on her part. A sketch 
of said lots is hereto annexed asa part of this act. Also, that through 
error she instituted suit against Mr. Charles Alphonse Carriere, 
claiming four lots of ground forming the corner of Seventh and Oak 
streets, as per sketch hereto annexed; but she discovered the same 
makes part of a tract of land sold by her father, Daniel Clark, to 
Richard Relf, by act passed before P. Pedesclaux the 20th July, 1809, 
said sale made subject to a ground rent, but said ground rent was 
released by payment by act passed before the same notary on the Sth 
March, 1810, as the whole appears by reference to said acts, which 
are to be considered as part hereof. For the above causes the said 
Mistress Myra Clark Gaines acknowledges the validity of the titles 
of the said Jean Simon Meilleur and Charles A. Carriere to the lots 
of eround above deseribed, or to so much of the same as they here- 
tofore or presently possess in the same; that she binds herself to dis- 
continue the suit she instituted against the said Jean Simon Meilleur 
and Charles A. Carriere so far as the said Meilleur and Carriere are 
interested as owners In the same, and even she authorizes them, or 
either of them, to enter in the United States circuit court, case No. 
6085, entitled Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. F. Agnelly and others, sub- 
poena in chancery, a discontinuance of said suit so far as they, the 
sald Meilleur and Carriere, are made defendants in said case, prom- 
ising never to trouble said parties in their quiet possession of said 
lots of ground, but, on the contrary, to acknewledge at all times the 
validity of their titles, the whole is accepted by said Jean Simon 

Meilleur and Charles A. Carriere. 


as ae me 
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6631 Thus done and passed at the City of New Orleans, in my 
office, on this eighteenth day of March, one thousand eight 
hundred and seventy, in presence of Mess. Antoine Doriocourt and 
Wallace Scott, competent witnesses, who have signed with the par- 
ties and me, notary, after reading. 
(Signed) MYRA CLARK GAINES. 
S.J. MEILLEUR. 
C. A. CARRIERE. 
ANT. DORIOCOURT. 
WALLACE SCOTT anpb 
AND. D. DORIOCOURT, Not. Pub. 
[5-cent stamp. ] 
[5-cent stamp. | 
[ 5-cent stamp. | 


A true copy from the original,.duly stamped. 
[ues] (Signed) AND. D. DORTOCOURT, 
Not. Pub. 
New Orleans, 21st Mareh, 1870. 


The sketch referred to in the foregoing act, being part of a plan 
by B. Lafon, and annexed to an act passed before P. Pedesclaux, 
notary public, on June 9th, 1809, may be found on page 6629. 

The following is a sketch of four lots of ground, forming the cor- 
ner of Seventh and Oak streets, which sketch 1s referred to in the 
foregoing act. 

(Here follows diagram, marked p. 6651.) 


Ne varietur, New Orleans, 18 March, 1870. 
(S’e'd) MYRA CLARK GAINES. 
©. A. CARRIERE. 
WALLACE SCOTT, | 
ANT. DORIOCOURT, f 
AND. D. DORIOCOURT, Not. Pub. 


Witnesses. 


A true copy from the original. 
(Signed) AND. D. DORIOCOURT, Not. Pub. 
N. Orl’s, 21 M’ch, 1870. 
[5-cent stamp. ] 
Motion and Order for Discontinuance as to Jean Simon Meillewr. 
Extract from the Minutes, November Term, A. D. 1869, 
Myra CLARK GAINES } 
vs, OHOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef out 
New OrLEANS, Wednesday, March 23rd, 1870. 
Court met, pursuant to adjournment. 
Present: Hon. FE. H. Durell, district judge. 
6632 On motion of Joseph Duvigneaud, solicitor for Jean Simon 


Meilleur, one of the defendants in this case, and on his show- 
ing to the court that Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines, the complainant in 
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this case, has, by act passed before A. D. Doriocourt, notary publie, 
in New Orleans, on the 18th Mareh, 1870, copy whereof duly certi- 
fied is hereto annexed, recognized that it is through error that she 
instituted said suit against said Jean Simon Meilleur, owner and in 


actual possession of several lots of ground situated on Esplanade 


street, between Broad and Dorgenois streets, in the square bounded 
by the above-named streets and Chenes Verts street, as per sketch 
annexed to the answer filed this day in said case by said Jean 
Simon Meiileur, it is ordered by the court that this case be discon- 
tinued so far as regards the said Jean Simon Meilleur, for lots by 
him possessed, now or heretofore by him possessed, in the above-de- 
scribed square, and which make part of the lots Nos. 7, 8,15, 14, 15, 
16, 17, 11, 10, 18, 19, 20, on the plan of B. Lafon of 1TS09, deposited 
in the office of the late Pierre Pedesclaux, not. pub., the shid lots 
having been sold by the late Daniel Clark during his lifetime by 
acts executed before the said P. Pedesclaux, notary, on the 15 June, 
1809, 17 June, 1809, and 22 May, 1811. 


: Answer of C. A. Carriere. Filed March 25th, 1870. 
United States Cireuit Court. Subpoena in Chancery. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
US. . No. 6085. - 
P. F. AGNELLY eft als. 


And now into this honorable court, by his solicitor, comes Charles 
A. Carriere, a citizen and resident of this city, who has been served 
with a subpoena in chancery on the complaint herein made by Myra 
Clark Gaines in a suit in chancery under the above title case, and 
for answer to said bill says: That your respondent is the owner of a 
piece of land situated on Oak and Seventh streets, and forming the 


corner of said streets, and and making part of a larger piece of 


ground in square No. 9, as per plan of B. Lafon, dated 1809, depos- 
ited in the office of P. Pedesclaux, notary public, and figuring on 
the sketch hereto annexed as part of this answer, and that said 

Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines has no right to the same, because 
6633 the late Daniel Clark, the father of said Myra Clark Gaines, 

sold the same in his lifetime, and divested himself of all right 
of property to the same by two acts executed before P. Pedesclaux, 
notary public, on the 20th July, 1809, and Sth March, 1810, the first 
being a sale by Daniel Clark to Richard Relf, and the other a re- 
lease by Daniel Clark to the same, as the whole more fully appears 
by reference to copies of said acts duly certified, and which your 
respondent prays may be considered as part hereof. 


Your respondent further annexes a copy taken from said plan of 


1809, so far as the lots by him possessecdi is concerned, which he 
prays may be considered as part of his answer. He further states 
that since the institution of said suit he has submitted his titles to 
the said Mistress Gaines, who, after a careful examination of the 
same, recognized by public aet executed before A. D. Doriocourt, a 
notary public in the City of New Orleans, on the 18th March, 1870, 
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that she had instituted the said suit against your respondent through | 
error, because the same wassold by her father by the acts above referred 
to, and for a valuable consideration, and she acknowledged by said 
act before A. D. Doriocourt the validity of the titles of your re- 
spondent to the lots of ground, making part of those above described, 
binding herself to discontinue this suit, so far as your respondent is 
concerned, and authorizes him to discontinue said suit so far as he, 
respondent, is concerned, promising never to trouble your respond- 
ent in his quiet possession of said Jots but en the contrary to ac- 
knowledge at all times the validity of the title of your responde it 
to the same, as the whole more fully appears by a duly certified 
copy of the act above referred to, executed before the said A. D. 
Doriocourt, notary public, and hereto annexed as part hereof. 

And your respondent, answering to the interrogatories propounded 
to him in the bill of complaint, says: 

To the Ist I answer, no. ‘To the 2d, [ claim the ownership of the 
property situated at the corner of Oak and Seventh street from a 
title derived from Daniel Clark himself on the 20th July, 1S09, and 
8th March, 1810, by which act of 20th July, 1809, an irregular piece 
of land of sq. 9 was sold by Daniel Clark ; a sketch of the same is 

annexed as part of my answer. To the 5d, I occupy the 
6654 property myself. To the 4th, itis the only property [ possess 
on said block. 

And the above premises considered, together with the titles and 
act executed before A. D. Doriocourt, notary, on the Sth Mareh, 
1870, copy whereof, duly certified, is annexed, your respondent 
prays that said suit be discontinued, so far as he is concerned, and 
for general relief. 

©. A. Carriere, duly sworn, says that his answers to the interroga- 
tories are true and correct. 


(Signed) C. A. CARRIERE.. 
Sworn to and subseribed before me. March 25th. 1S70. 
(Signed) Yr. B. VINOT, 


Dy Clerk. 


The plan referred to in and made part of the foregoing answer 
may be found on page 6651. 

The act executed before A. D. Doriocourt, notary public, by which 
Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines recognizes the validity of titles of Chas. A. 
Carriere, referred to in and made a part of foregoing answer, also 
filed with motion and order for discontinuance as to C. A. Carriere, 
is copied on page 662%). 


Motion and Order for Discontinuance as to C. A. Carriere. 
Extract from the Minutes of Friday, Mareh 25th, 1870. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
v8. 


P. F. AGNELLY ef als. 5 


On motion of J. Duvigneaud, solicitor for C. A. Carriere, one of 
346G 


No. GOSS. 
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the defendants in the above suit, and on showing to the court that 
by act passed before A. D. Doriocourt, not. pub. of the City of New 
Orleans, a certified copy whereof is hereto annexed as part of this 
motion, the plfl, Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines, acknowledges that she in- 
stituted this present suit against mover through error, claiming four 
lots of ground, forming the corner of Seventh and Oak streets, as 
per sketch annexed to the act, copy whereof forms part of this mo- 
tion; but she discovered that the same forms part of a tract of land 
sold by her father, Daniel Clark, to Richard Relf, by aet passed be- 
fore P. Pedesclaux on the 20th July, 1809; said sale made subject to 
a ground rent, but said ground rent was released by payment of the 

sume, as per act before same notary dated Sth Mareh, 1810; 
6635 andon further showing to the court that in said act the said 

Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines recognizes the validity of mover’s 
title to the above-described property, and considering that the suit 
instituted by her to claim the same was brought through error she 
consents and binds herself to discontinue the same, and authorizes 
this mover to discontinue said suit in ber name. It is therefore 


ordered by the court that the suit of Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines vs. P. , 


I’, Agnelly et als., No. GOS5, being a subpeena in chancery, be dis- 
continued so far as it relates to the aforesaid four lots forming the 
corner of Seventh and Oak streets, property of this mover, recog- 
nized as such by the Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines, the titles whereof she 
considers good and valid. 


Answer of A. D. Doriocourt. kiled Mareh 25th, 1S70. 
United States Circuit Court. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ] 
Us. . No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNeny et als. J 


Before the U.S. circuit court. 

A. D. Doriocourt, who had been served with a subpeena in this 
case and cited to appear, now comes into court, by his solicitor, and 
for answer to said bill in chancery, says: That the plaintiff in this 
ease, Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines, has-by publie act executed before A. 
Doriocourt,:a notary public in New Orleans, 18 March, 1870, ratify 
the title of your respondent to the lots he possesses in the square 
bounded by Ursuline-, Broad, Hospital, and Dorgenois streets, copy 
of which ratification is hereto annexed as part of this answer; your 
respondent, therefore, prays that said suit be discontinued so far as 
he is concerned, and for general relief. 

(Signed) J. DUVIGNEAUD, Solicitor. 


A. D. Doriocourt, in answer to the interrogatories in the bill of 


complaint, says: I possess property coming from a sale made by 
Blane to the City of New Orleans in 1834, and which had been pur- 


chased by Blane from the executors of Daniel Clark. To the 2d: I 


possess three lots on Ursulines street, between Broad and Dorgenois 
streets, about 90 fect by 120 feet deep. To the 3d: The property 


Qn 
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never produced a sufficient amount to pay the taxes on the same. 
To the 4th: No. 
(Sigied) AND. D. DORLOCOURT. 


Sworn to and subscribed March 25th, S70, before me. 
(Signed) Fr. B. VINOT, D’y Clerk. 


6636 Ratification of Title by Myra Clark Gaines in Favor of A.D. 
Dortocourt, Annewved lo and biled with oregoing cluswer, 
March 25th, 1870. 


STATE OF LouIstaANna, Parish of Orleans, City of New Orleans: 


Before me, Antoine Doriocourt, a notary public, duly commis- 
sioned and sworn for the parish and City of New Orleans, State of 
Louisiana, and in the presence of the undersigned witnesses, came 
and appeared Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines, a resident of the State of New 
York, who declares: That she does, by these presents, approve, rat- 
ify, and confirm thetitle of Mr. A. D. Doridcourt in and to so much out 
of three lots of ground, numbers 50, 31, & 32, by said Doriocourt 
possessed on U rsulines street, between Broad and Dorgenois streets, 
at a distance of about one hundred and eighteen feet from the corner 
of Dorgenois and Ursulines streets, and upon which she lad rights 
as the sole heir of Daniel Clark. her deceased father, a sketch of 
which is hereto annexed, promising that neither she nor her heirs 
will never trouble the said Doriocourt in his quiet possession of said 
lots, but, on the contrary, will at ali times acknowledge him as the 
true owner of the same, abandoning and releasing in his favor all 
her rights to the same as heir of the late D. Clark, her deceased 
father. 

Thus done and passed at the City of New Orleans,in my office, on 
this eighteenth day of March, A. D. one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, in presence of Antoine St. Armand and Wallace Scott, of 
this city, competent witnesses, who have signed with said appeares, 
said A. D. Doriocourt, here present ac cepting, and me, notary, after 


reading. 
(Signed) MYRA CLARK GAINES 


AND. D. DORIOCOURT. 
ANTOINE ST. ARMAND. 
WALLACE SCOTT. 

AND. D. DORIOCOURT, Not. Pub. 


A true copy of the original duly stamped and recorded in the con- 
veyance office, book 97, folio 518. 
New Orleans, 2Ist March, 1870. 
[ SEAL. | (Signed) AND. DORTIOCOURT, 
Not. Pub. 
| 5-cent stamp. ] 
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Motion and Order for Discontinuance as to A. D. Doriocowrt. 
Extract from the Minutes of Friday, Mareh 25th, 1870. 


6637 Myra C. GAINES 
vs. No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY et als. 


On motion of Duvigneaud, solicitor for A. D. Doriocourt, who has 
been served with a subpoena in this case, and on his producing an 
authentic copy of the ratification made by Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines 
in favor of said Doriocourt, by public act, executed before A. Dorio- 
court, not. pub., on the 18th March, 1870, copy whereof is on file— 

It is ordered by the court that said suit be discontinued so far as 
said Doriocourt is concerned. 


’ 


Entri at Rules. Discontinuance of Suit asto Jean Gazave. 
Extract from Chancery Order Book, of Monday, April 4th, 1870. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Us. , No. GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY. 


This day came into the clerk’s office Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines and 
entered discontinuance of suit against Jean Gazave or Gazen, one of 
the defendants in the above-entitled cause, as to the following- 
described property, to wit, four lots of ground situated in the Fau- 
b-urg Cas Fanedo of this city, designated by the Nos. one, eight, 
nine, and ten, on a plan dated 18th June, 1855, made by Allon 
D’Hemécourt and deposited in the office of Wm. Young Lewis, then 
a notary in this city ; lot No. one fronting on Lapeyrouse street, lots 
Nos. eight and nine fronting also on Lapeyrouse street, and lot No. 
ten forming the corner of Lapeyrouse and Roman streets, being the 
same lots purchased by the said Jean Gazave from Chazal Thomas, 
f.c. m., by act passed before Paul Enice Laresche, notary in this 
city, on the first day of May, 1847, against which property said com- 
plainant has no claim. 

The clerk of the U.S. circuit court will please make the foregoing 
entry in the chancery order book. 

New Orleans, April 4, 1870. 

(Signed) MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


Entry at Rules as to Demurrer. 


Extract from Chancery Order Book of Monday, April 4th, 1870. 


Myra Clark GAINES 
vs. >» No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY e als. rf 
The defendants, Joseph Bompart, Jean Schweitzer, Thomas 
6638 Saux, and Jean Portes, by their solicitor, W. E. Murphy, 
have filed their separate demurrer to complainant’s bill. 


! 
». 
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Demurrer of Joseph Bompart. Filed April Ath, 1870. 
United States Cireuit Court. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
v8. . No. GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. 


ee ee, ae 


Joseph Bompart, a citizen of the State of Louisiana, made defend- 
ant in the above-entitled case by a subpcena in chancery, so far as 
he is advised itis necessary and material for him to appear, now 
comes into court for the purpose of exhibiting and demurring to 
the bill of complaint herein exhibited by the said Mrs. Gaines, and 
— me ption and demurrer respectfully says : 

That appearer has not been regularly brought into court by 
a i or citation with accompanying petition or bill of complaint 
regularly authenticated and served according to law and the rules 
of this hon. court. 

But should this demurrer and exception be overruled, this ap- 
pearer for further exception axd demurrer says : 

2d. That he cannot answer said bill of complaint or the interroga- 
tories thereunto annexed on account of its general vagueness, and 
particularly for want of a proper and definite description of the 
property claimed by her. 

sd. That claimant has no right to call upon appearer to make out 
a case for her by compelling him to disclose his title to property 
held by him, without even alleging that it makes part of the prop- 
erty claimed by her. 

4th. That claimant has no right to compel appearer to furnish 
her copies of his title or chain of titles, and when there exists within 
her reach and control the information she requires, in the office and 
records of the recorder of conveyances for the parish of Orleans. 

oth. That appearer is not compelled to furnish complainant with 
an account of the revenues produced from his property, or the 
sources of said revenue. Whierefore he prays to be ocak dismissed, 
with costs. 

(Signed) JOSEPHIT BOMPALT, 
By W. Ek. MURPHLY, Solicitor. 


Demurrer of Jean Schweitzer. Filed April 4th, 1870. 


United States Cireuit Court. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. -No. 6085. 


P. FF. AGNELLY ef als. 


6639 Jean Schweitzer, a citizen of the State of Louisiana, made 

defendant inthe above-entitled case by a subpeena in chancery 
so far as he is advised it is necessary and material for him to appear, 
and comes into court for the purpose of exhibiting and demurring 
to the bill of complaint herein exhibited by the said Mrs. Gaines, 
and for exception and demurrer respectfully says : 


? 
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. That this appearer has not been regularly brought into court 


Sh au aa or citation with accompanying petition or bill of com- — 


plaint, regularly authenticated and served according to law and 
the rules of this honorable court. 

But should this demurrer and exception be overruled and sct aside, 
this appearer for further exception and demurrer, says: 

2d. That he cannot answer said bill of complaint or the interrog- 
atories thereunto annexed on account of its general vagueness, and 
particularly for want of a proper and definite description of the 
property ¢ Jaimed by her. 

3d. That claimant has no right to call upon appearer to make 
out a case for her by compe ling him to disclose his title to property 
held by him without even alleging that it is part of the property 
claimed by her. 

4th. That claimant has no right to compel appearer to furnish 
her copies of his title or chain of titles when there exists within 
her reach and control the information she requires in the office and 
records of the recorder of conveyances for the parish of Orleans. 

Sth. That appearer is not bound to furnish complainant with an 
account of the revenue produced from his property, or the sources 
of said revenue. Wherefore he prays to be hence dismissed, with 
costs. 

(Signed) JOHN SCHWEITZER, 
By W. Ek. MURPHY, Solicitor. 


Demurrer of Thomas Sanx. Filed April 4th, 1870. 
United States Circuit Court. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. ~No. GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. 


Thomas Saux, a citizen of the State of Louisiana, made defend- 
ant in the above-entitled case by a subpeena in chancery, so far as 
he is advised it is neceessary and material for him to appear, now 
comes into court for the purpose of exhibiting and demurring to 
the bill of complaint herein exhibited by the said Mrs. Gaines and, 
for exception and demurrer, respectfully says: 

That the appearer has not been regularly brought into 
6640 court by a writ or citation with accompanying petition or bill 
of complaint, regularly authenticated and served according 

to law and the rules of this honorable court. 

But should this demurrer and exception be overruled and set 
aside, this appearer for further exception and demurrer, says: 

2d. That he cannot answer said bill of complaint or the interrog- 
atories thereunto annexe = on account of its general vagueness, and 
particularly for want of a proper and definite description of the 
property claimed by her. 

3d. That claimant has no right to call upon appearer to make 
out a case for her by compelling him to disclose his title to property 


~ 
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held by him without even alleging that it is a part of the property 
claimed by her. 

4th. That complainant has no right to compel appearer to furnish 
her copies of title or chain of titles when there exists within her 
reach and control the information she requires in’ the office and 
records of the recorder of conveyances for the parish of Orleans. 

oth. That appearer is not bound to furnish complainant with an 
account of the revenue produced from his property, or the sources 
of said revenue. Wherefore he prays to be hence dismissed, with 
costs. ; 
(Signed) THOMAS SAUX, 

By W. BE. MURPHY, Solicitor. 


Demurrer of Jean Portes. Filed April Ath, 1870. 
United States Circuit Court. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
VS. No. GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY et als. f 


Jean Portes, a citizen of the State of Louisiana, made defendant 
in the above-entitled case by a subpoena in chancery, so far as he is 
advised it is necessary and material for him to appear, now comes 
into court for the purpose of exhibiting and demurring to the bill 
of complaint herein exhibited by the said Mrs. Gaines and, for ex- 
ception and demurrer, respectfully says: 

Ist. That this appearer has not been regularly brought into court 
by a writ or citation with accompanying petition or bill of com- 
plaint, regularly authenticated and served according to law and the 
rules of this hon. court. 

But should this demurrer and exception be overruled and set 

aside, this appearer for further exceptiou and demurrer, says : 
G64] 2d. That he cannot answer said bill of complaint or the 

interrogatories thereunto annexed on account of its general 
vagueness, and particularly for want of a proper and definite de- 
scription of the property claimed by her. 

Sd. That claimant has no right to call upon appearer to make 
out a case for her by compelling him to disclose his title to prop- 
erty held by him, without even alleging that it is part of the prop- 
erty claimed by her. 

4th. That claimant has no right to compel appearer to furnish 
her copies of her titles, or chain of titles, when there exists within 
her reach and control the information she requires in the office, 
and records of the recorder of conveyances for the parish of Or- 
leans. 

5th. That appearer is not bound to furnish complainant with an 
account of the revenue produced from his property, or the sources 
of said revenue. Wherefore he prays to be hence dismissed, with 
costs. 

(Signed) JEAN PORTES, 
By W. E. MURPHY, 


Solicitor. 


5o28 THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS VS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


Extracts from Chancery Order Book, Monday, April 4th, 1870. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Us. » GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef ols. 


The defenda-ts, Mrs. J. V. Gotschalk and Jolin M. Crawford, have 
this day entered their appearance to complainant’s bill. 

The following-named defendants, by their solicitor, Cyprien Du- 
four, have this day entered their appearance to complainant’s bill, 
viz., Francois Lacroix, Cyprien Dufour, Ch’s Borie, and B. Abadie. 

The following-named defendants, by their solicitors, Dirrhammer 
and Kennard, viz.. W. H. Johnson, L. D. Kernion, Johti Smith, B. 
Salov, Rudolph Huberwald, Palmyra Gravier, John Remele, Wrlow 
Remele, Amanda E. Pucheu, and Theodore Morano, have entered 
their appearance to complainant’s bill. 

The defendants, Henry St. Paul and his wife and Mrs. Chas. 
Mathews, by their solicitors, W. D. Winters and Dirrhammer and 
Kennard, have made their appearance to complainant’s bill. 

The de fendants, C. Chauvin and G. G. de Monsabert, Charles de 
Monsabert, Mrs. F. E. Canty, and Auguste Rancour, by their solicit- 
ors, A. & P. Robert, have entered their appearance to complainant’s 
bill. | | 

Francois Coquet, one of the defendants herein, by his 
6642 solicitor, C. E. Schmidt, has entered his appearance to com- 
plainant’s bill. 

The defendants, Henry Pevehaud and Jean Gazave, have made 
their separate appearance to complainant’s bill. 

The defendants, Joseph Robin, Juan Alphonse, Joseph Guerrero, 
Wid. Catalone Albres, Joseph Asivido, Juan Gonzales, Wid. Juan 
Morales, and Gregoire Asivido, have each entered their appearance 
to complainant’s bill. 7 

The defendants, Albert Richard, Wid. J.C. de St. Romes, Charles 
Dantonet, A. L. Tissot, Paul Fourehy, J. A.. Dupaquier, Dubreuil, 
Joseph Seruntino, Felix Pichon, Jefferson Wells, curator, J. A. 
Laneuville, Wm. R. Stuard, Maurice Castein, Leopold Hewlett, 
Joseph Toregano, Jean Lavis, Lucien Francine, Fourmin Levasseur, 
J.P. Maglish, John Hearer, John Pemberton, O. De Buys, Evariste 
Lepine, Sr., Felix Robin, Thomas Wiltz, Louis Hartenstine, Jean 
Pierre Grandam, Wm. Sommer, John McGuiness, John Bonneau, 
J. & J. C. Davidson, have entered their appearance to complainant’s 
bill. 

The defendants, Mrs. V. N. Murphy, the Heirs of Mrs. E. E. Jack- 
son, and J. C. Pickens, by their solicitors, Semmes and Mott and 
I{vams and Jones, have entered their appearance to complainant's 
bill. 

The defendant, Jefferson Wells, curator of Mrs. T. J. Wells, by 
his solicitors, Semmes and Mott and Hyamsand Jonas, has entered 
his appearance to complainant's bill. 
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Answer of Mrs. O. Doremus, Wife of A. Casanovas. Filed April 9th, 
1870. 


United States Cireuit Court. 
Myra CLARK GAINES AND OTHERS. No. 6085. 


Mrs. O. Doremus, wife of A. M. Casanova, authorized bv her hus- 
band, comes into court, and for answer to the demand made by 
plaintiff, in a subpeena in chancery, filed by plaintiffin the above 
case, Says: 

That the purchased from A. D. Doriocourt, by act dated 2. June, 
1869, a lot of ground situated on the —— 19, bounded by Washing- 

ton, Lepage, 6th, & 7th Sts., and forming the corner of Wash- 
6643 ington and Seventh streets ; but by act passed before a Dorio- 

court, not., dated 1 August, 1S68, copy whereof, duly certified, 
is hereto annexed as part hereof, the said Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines 
declared that she had no claim to exercise against the above prop- 
erty, and for and in consideration of the price and sum of four hun- 
dred dollars, paid to her by Geo. Lombard, then the owner of said 
property, she approved, ratified, and confirmed his title to the same, 
and bound he rself to de fe nel his title gr inst all troub le s. de bts, XC., 
subrogating the said Lombard to all her rights to the same, and 
promising that neither she nor her heirs will trouble the said Lom- 
bard in his quiet possession of the said lot. A copy of said aet is 
hereto annexed, which your petit’r prays may be considered as part 
of her answer. 

Your respondent further answers and says: That said lot was sold 
by Geo. Lombard to A. D. Doriocourt, by act before A. Doriocourt, 
dated 27 February, ’69,and sold by said Doriocourt to your respondent 
by act passed before the same notary on the 2nd June, 1869; that 
she does not possess any other property than the one above described, 
which she bought under the production of the approval and ratifica- 
tion of the title so made by plaintiff on the Ist August, 1868. 

Your respondent therefore says: That she denies all the rights. 
and pretensions to the plaintiff to the property above described, 
which is the only property she ever possessed, and she prays to be 
recognized as the true and lawful owner of said property: that it 
may please this honorable court to decree that if plaintiff ever had 
any right to the same she divested herself of all the said rights in 
favor of Geo. Lombard, the vendor of your vendor, and she prays 
that the bill of complaint of said Myra Clark Gaines be dismissed in 
the case, so far as she is concerned as the owner of the property above 
described, and for general relief, &e. 

And, answering to the interrogatories of plaintiff, she says: That 
she does not possess apy property upon which plaintiff has any 
right; that the only one she possesses is the one the title of which 
has been ratified by plaintiff, and she never sold any property upon 
which plaintiff pretends to have a ch . as heir of Daniel Clark. 

(Signed) . DUVIGNEAUD, Solicitor. 
. M. CASANOVAS, 
To authorize my wife, x. V. CASANOVAS. 
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Sworn to and subscribed before me, this 9th day of April, 1870. 
(Signed) Fr. B. VINOT, 
Dy Clerk. 


6644 Ratification of Title by Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines in Favor of Geo. 
Lombard, of \st August, 1868. Annexed to and Filed with 
Foregoing Answer, April th, 1870. 


STATE OF LOUISIANA, 
Parish of Orleans, City of New Orleans: 

Before me, Antoine Doriocourt, a notary public duly commissioned 
and sworn for the parish and City of New Orleans, State of Louisi- 
ana, and in presence of the undersigned witnesses, came and appeared 
Mistress Myra Clark, the widow of the late Edmund Pendleton 
Gaines, temporarily in the City of New Orleans, who declared that 
she has taken cognizance of an act of sale executed on this day by 
Mr. Dangerville La Bedoyese Kernion, curator of the succession of 
Francois Dussnan, Widow Bazile Jallot or Jallian, in favor of Mr. 
George Lombard, of a lot of ground situated in. the square bounded 
by Washington, Lepage, Sixth, and Seventh streets, forming the cor- 
ner of Washington and Seventh streets; that she has no elaim to 
exercise against the particular lot of ground above described, and for 
and in consideration of the price and sum of four hundred dollars, paid 
to her at this moment by Geo. Lombard, in presence of the under- 
signed notary and witnesses, in current funds, receipt for which 1s 
hereby acknowledged, she does by these preseits approve, ratify, 
and confirm the sale executed by the said D. L. Kernion, curator, 
in favor of the said Geo. Lombard, wishing the same to be considered 
her own act and deed, and promise and bind herself to defend the 
title of the said Geo. Lombard to the property above described against 
all troubles, debts, evictions, donations, alienations, mortgages, and 
other incumbrances generally whatsoever, which may result from 
her own acts, and further substituting and subrogating the said Geo. 
Lombard, purchaser, to all the rights and actions which she has or 
may have in relation of the said property, promising that neither she 
nor her heirs will ever trouble the said Geo. Lombard in his quiet 
possession of the property above described. The whole is accepted 
by Mr. George Lombard, here present, for him, his heirs, and as- 
signs. 

Thus done and passed, at the City of New Orleans, in my ofhiee, 
on this first day of August, one thousand eight hundred and sixty- 
eight, in the presence of William O. Lofland and André D. Dorio- 
court, competent witnesses, who have signed with the parties and 
me, notary, after reading. ' 

(Signed) MYRA CLARK GAINES. 
GEO. LOMBARD. 
ANT. DORTOCOURT, 
Not. Pub. 
Witnesses : 
6645 W. O. LOFLANT. 
AND. D. DORIOCOURT. 


—— 
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I certify the foregoing to be a true copy of the original, whieh is 
duly stamped and recorded in my office. 

In faith whereof I have signed my name and affixed the impress 
of my seal of office, at New Orleans, this 8th April, 1870. 

[5-cent stamp. ] 
[SEAL. | (Signed) ANT. DORIOCOURT, Not. Pub. 
Motion and Order for Discontinuance of Suit as to Mrs. Casanovas. En- 
tered and Filed April U1th, 1870. 


U.S. Cireuit Court. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
VS. ~No. GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef al. J 


On motion of Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines, complainant herein, it 1s 
ordered that this suit be discontinued against Mrs. C. Doremus, wife 
of A. V. Casanovas, as to the lot of ground situated in the square 
bounded by Washington, Lepage, Sixth, and Seventh streets, form- 
ing the corner of Washington and Seventh streets, purchased by the 
said Mrs. Casanovas from A. D. Doriocourt by act before A. Dorio- 
court, notary, dated the 2nd June, 1869, and which, by act passed 
before the said A. Doriocourt, notary, dated Ist August, 1568, the 
said complainant declared that she had no claim to exercise against 
the above-described property. 

April 11th, 1870. 

(Signed) MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


Motion and Order for Discontinuance as to Dangerfield LL. Kernion. 
Entered and Filed April 11th, 1870. 


U.S. Cirenit Court. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs, GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. | 


On motion of Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines, complainant herein, it is 
ordered that this suit be discontinued as regards Dangerfield L. Ker- 
nion, owner of two lots of ground in square bounded by Dumaine, 
Broad, Dorgenois, and St. Ann streets, Nos. 12 & 15, having each, 

American measure, 31 f.5. 5. front on Dumaine street by 165 
6646 f. 1. 6. deep, the title of the said D. L. Kernion to the same 
having been duly ratified and approved by the mover in this 
rule, by act passed before A. Doriocourt, N. P., the 11th April, 1870. 
April 1ith, 1870. | 
(Signed) MYRA CLARK GAINES. 
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Motion and Order for Discontinuance of Suit as to Alfred Delaup.  En- 
tered and Filed April 13th, 1870. 


U.S. Cireuit Court. 


Myra CLARK GAINES’ 
vs. . No. 6OS5. 
P. IF. AGNELLY ef, als. 


On motion of Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines, complainant herein, it 1s 
ordered that this suit be discontinued as regards Alfred Delaup, 
owner of a certain portion of ground forming the corner of Broad 
and Esplanade streets, the title of said property being based upon 
an act of sale from Daniel Clark in 1809, and against which property 


complainant has no claim to exercise. ; 
N. O., April 15th, 1870. 
(Signed) MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


Answer of Charles Borie. Filed April 29th, 1870. 


. | United States Circuit Court. 


Myra CLARK GAINES| 
vs. . No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. 


Charles Borie, in answer to the petition and claim of Mrs. Myra 
Clark Gaines, says: 


Ist. That your respondent denies all and singular the allegations 4 
set forth by said plaintiff, and especially the whole of her statements } 
respecting the testament of the late Daniel Clark. | | 

2d. And the respondent further denies that he has ever been ap- Fee | 
plied to, as alleged by said claimant, for the delivery of any prop- | 4) 
erty whatsoever. \ 

ad. And the respondent further pleads the prescription of thirty | 
years against all demands contained in the plaintiffs claim. | 

4th. And the said respondent further savs that he is the bona-fide id 


owner of a certain property, situated in the square bounded by Main, 
Marais, Villere, and St. Ann streets, measuring thirty-nine feet front 
on Dumaine street by seventy-one feet ten inches and seven lines 
deep and front on Marais street; that this property is not included 
among those which are claimed by the said plaintiff, and the same 

is held by your respondent. in virtue of a good and valid title. 
6647 oth. And your respondent, now proceeding to make answer 

to the interrogatories propounded unto him, says: To the 
first, he says I do not know. ‘To the second, he says I do not claim 
to be the owner of any property, except the one mentioned in the 
foregoing answer, and which is hereinbefore deseribed. To the 
third, he says I derive no revenue whatsoever from any of the prop- 
erties to which said plaintiff lavs claim, which are designated in her 
petition. ‘To the fourth, he says I refer in answer to this interroga- 
tory to my preylous answers. 


f. 
' 


’ > 
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Wherefore your respondent respectfully prays for general relief 
and to be hence dismissed with all his costs. 
(Signed) CYPRIEN DUFOUR, 
( ounse i, 


MICHEL BORIE. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me April 29th, 1870. 
(Signed) Fr. B. VINOT, 
Dy Clerk. 


Answe r of Irancois Lacroix. Filed April y+ Mh, IST. 
United States Cireuit Court. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
VS. » No. GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. 


Francois Lacroix, in answer to the petition and claim of Mrs. 
Myra Clark Gaines, says: Ist. That your respondent denies all and 
singular the allegations set forth by said plaintiff, and especially the 
whole of her statements respecting the testament of the late Daniel 
Clark. 2d. And respondent further denies that he has ever been 
applied to as alleged by said claimant for the delivery of any prop- 
erty whatsoever. 3d. And the respondent further pleads the pre- 
scription of thirty years against all demands contained in the 
plaintiff's claim. 4th. And your respondent now proceeding to 
make answers to the interrogatories propounded unto him, declares 
as follows : 

To the first, he savs I do not know, ‘To the second, he says I do 
not claim to be the owner of any one of the properties which are 
mentioned in the plaintiffs petition. To the third, he says I derive 
no revenue whatsoever from any of the properties claimed by the 
plaintiff. To the fourth, he says I refer in answer to this interroga- 
tory to my previous answers. 

Wherefore your respondent respectfully prays for general relief, 
and to be hence dismissed with ali his costs. 

(Signed) CYPRIEN DUFOUR, 
Counse i. 
FRANCOIS LACROIX, 

Sworn to and subseribed before me, this 29th April, 1870. 

Fr. B. VINOT, 
LPy Clerk. 
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6648 Demurrer of RR. Iuberwald, B. Saloy, Mrs. Charles Mathews, &ce., 

John HH. Smith, Palmyra Gravier, L. D. Kernion, John Me- 

Ginnis, Theo. Morano, W. HH. Johnson, Mrs. Mary Martin, Adminis- 

tratric of Jos. Bruder, and Mr. & Mrs. John Rumelee. Filed April 
29th, ISTO. 


United States Circuit Court. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Vs. . No. GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY ed als. 


The demurrer of Rudolph Huberwald, Bernard Saloy, Mrs. Chas. 
Mathews, in her own right and as natural tutrix of her five minor 
children; John HL. Smith, Palmyra Gravier, L. D. Kernion, John 
McGinnis, Theodore Morano, W. J. Johnson, Mrs. Mary Martin, 
administratrix of the estate of Joseph Bruder; and Mr. and Mrs. 
John Riimele, of the defendants to the blil of complaint of Myra 
Clark Gaines, complainant. 


These defendants by protestation, not confessing or acknowledg- 
ing all 6r any of the matters and things in said complainant’s bill 
of complaint contained to be true, do demur to the said bill and for 
cause of demurrer show, that there is now pending between these 
defendants and the said complainant a suit in the second district 
court for the parish of Orleans entitled “Joseph Fuentes et als. vs. 
Myra Clark Gaines, No. e2079 on the docket thereof, i which these 
defendants are intervenors, and in which the said Joseph Fuentes 
and others and these defendants contest the whole basis of said bill 
of complaint of said Myra Clark Gaines, to wit, the existence of the 
pretended last will of Daniel Clark, and pray for a revocation of the 
said pretended will of July 15, 1815, and for the reversal of the de- 
cree of probate thereof as absolutely null and void, and of no effect 
in law, and that of said matter and contest the said second district 
court for the parish of Orleans has exclusive jurisdiction. — 

Wherefore these defendants do demur thereto and they pray the 
judgment of this honorable court whether they or either of them 
shall be compelled to make any further or other answer to the said 
bill; and they humbly pray to be hence dismissed with their reason- 
able costs in this behalf sustained. 

(Signed) DIRRHAMMER axnp KENNARD, 
Attys for Def’ts. 


GO49) Answer of B. Abadie. Filed April 50th, 1870. 
United States Circuit Court. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. _No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNetry et al. } ; 


B. Abadie, in answer to the petition and claim of Mrs. Myra 
Clark Gaines, says: 

Ist. That your respondent denies all and singular the allegations 
set forth by said plaintiff, and especially the whole of her state- 
ments respecting the testament of the late Daniel Clark. 


; 
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THE CITY 

2d. And the respondent further denies that he has ever been 
applied to, as alleged by the said claimant, for the delivery of any 
property whatsoever. 

sd. And the respondent further pleads the prescription of ten, 
twenty, and thirty years, under the Louisiana code, against all de- 
mands contained in the plaintiff's claim. 

4th. And the respondent further says that he holds in good faith 
and by a valid title, and he truly owns the following-described 
property, which lies among the parcels of ground claimed by the 
plaintiff, to wit: Ist. The whole of the square No. 99, on the present 
plan of the city, and which is a part of the square figuring formerly 
upon the plan of Faubourg St. Jean, made by B. Lafon, as No. 20, 
bounded by Fifth and Sixth streets and Bellechasse and Ursulines 
streets. 2d. The whole of the square number one hundred and six, 
on the present plan = the city, and designated as No. 22 on the 
plan formerly made by B. Laton, bounded by Fourth and Fifth 
streets and Live Oak and Sf. John streets. 3d. The whole of the 
square number one hundred and one on the present plan of the 
city, and designated as No. 19 on the plan formerly made by B. 
Lafon, bounded by Fifth and Sixth streets and Live Oak and St. 
Jean streets. 4th. The whole of the square number ninety-eight on 
the present plan of the city, and designated as No. 15 on the plan 
formerly made by Bb. Lafon, bounded by Sixth and Seventh streets 
and St. Jean and Esplanade streets, being of an irregular form. 
oth. The whole of the square No. one hundred on the present plan 
of the city, and being part of the square formerly designated as 
number twenty on the plan made by b. Lafon, bounded by Fifth 

and Sixth streets and Live Oak and Ursulines streets. 
G650 Sth. And your respondent how proceeding to make answer 
to the interrogatories propounded unto him, declares as fol- 
lows: 

‘To the first, he says: 

[ think none of the above-described properties, the title of which 
is in my name, ever belonged to the succession of Daniel Clark, and 
my reason for stating so is that Daniel Clark sold and conveyed 
each and every one of the above-described property several vears 
before he died, viz.: Squares number ninety-nine and one hundred 
(being designated on Lafon’s plan as number twenty, and forming 
only one square at that time, inasmuch as it was not then divided 
out by Ursulines street), were sold by act passed on the 16th of May, 
IS11, before P. Pedesclaux, notary public; square number one hun- 
dred and six (being designated on Lafon’s plan as square number 
twenty-two), was sold to two several purchasers by acts passed before 
Pierre Pedesclaux, notary public, one on the 19th June, 1809, and 
the other on the 4thof May, 1810; square number one hundred and 
one (being designate | as number nineteen on Lafon’s plan), was 
sold by act passed on the 7th of June, 1809, before P. Pedesclaux, 
notary public; square number ninety-eight (being designated as 
number thirteen on Lafon’s plan), was sold to Mrs. W idow ‘Tre paige 
nier by act passed on the 19th of July, 1809, before Pierre Pedes- 
claux, notary public. 
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To the second, he says: 

[ claim and [ maintain to be the owner in good faith and by a 
valid title of the five squares of ground above described. 

To the third, he says’: 

I have never derived, and I do not yet derive, any revenue from 
the aforesoid properties, owing to the pretensions of the present 
plaintiff. 

To the fourth, he says: 

[ have not sold, and have hitherto been unable to sell, any of the 
aforedescribed properties, in consequence of the pretensions of the 
present plaintiff! Wherefore, your respondent respectfully prays for 
general relief, and to be hence dismissed, with all his costs. 


, 


(Signed) — B. ABADIE. 

(Signed) CYPRIEN DUFOUR, Counsel. 
6651 Sworn to and subseribed before me April 30th, 1870. 

(Signed) I. B. VINOT, D’y Clerk. 


Answer of Cyprien Dufour in P,P. Filed April 30th, 1870. 
United States Cireuit Court. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Us, ya No. GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY & al. 


Cyprien Dufour, in answer to the petition and claim of Mrs. Myra 
Clark Gaines, says: 

Ist. That your respondent denies all and singular the allegations 
set forth by said plaintiff, and especially the whole of her statements 
respecting the testament of the late Daniel Clark. 

2nd. And the respondent further denies that he has ever been ap- 
plied to, as alleged by said claimant, for the delivery of any -property 
whatsoever. 

3rd. And the respondent further claims the prescription of thirty 
years against all demands contained. in the plaitiff’s claim. 

4th. And your respondent, now proceeding to make answer to the 
interrogatories propounded unto him, declares as follows: 

To the first, he says: I do not know. 

To the second, he says: I do not claim to be the owner of any one 
of the properties which are mentioned in the plaintiff’s petition. 

To the third, he says: I derive no revenue whatsoever from any of 
the properties claimed by the plaintiff. 

To the fourth, he says: Claiming none of the property mentioned 
in the petition, I could not and have not sold any. 

Wherefore your respondent respectfully prays for general relief, 
and to be hence dismissed, with all his costs. 


(Sig'd) CYPRIEN DUFOUR. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me April 30th, ’70. 
(S'g'd) F. B. VINOT, D’y Clerk. 
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] Written Extension of Time Granted by the Complainant to the Defendants 
2 to File Their Answer. Filed May 2nd, 1870. 

U.S. Circuit Court. 

| Myra CLARK GAINES” 

j Us, > {4 ISD. 

J P. F. AcNetry et al. J 
i 6652 The complainant in this case gives further time to all the 


defendants herein to file their answer to the bill until the first 
Monday of October, 1570. 
May 2nd, 15870. 


(Signed) MYRA CLARK GAINES 
y Discontinuance of Suit as to Evariste and Apolinaive Lepine. Entered 


and Filed May 2nd, 1570. 
U.S. Cireuit Court. 


! 
) Myra CLark GAINES 
| vs. > GOSS. 
| P. F. AGxNetry «& al. J 
Vit This day came into the clerk’s office Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines, com- 
‘ia plainant, and entered discontinuance of suit in the above-entitled 
- case against Evariste Lepine, Senior, and Apolinaire Lepine, Junior, 
: as to a tract of land situated in the parish of Lafourche, in this State, 
> about 12 miles below the town of Thibodaux, measuring about six 
arpents front on Bayou Lafourche by 40 arpents in depth, now 
| bounded, on the upper line, by property formerly of R. B. Gaileand, 
. and on lower line by property of said Evariste Lepine, sold by testa- 
4] ment: ivy executors of Daniel Clark to P. Cirimo, by act be fore John 
ai Lynd, not: ry, dated 2nd March, 1519, and being a tract of land on 
"i left bank of Bayou Lafourche. 
New Orleans, May 2nd, 1870. 
| (Signed ) MYRA CLARK GAINES 
j > Answer of A. Dupagui r. Filed May: 2nd, 1STO. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
i | vs. -No. GOSS. 
> P. F. AGNELLY e¢ als. 
| Subpoena in Chancery. 


Auguste Dupagnier, for answer to the bill of discovery of Myra C. 
Gaines, declares and alleges: 

Ist. That on the 18th March, 1511, he purchased of Louis Surgis, 
for and in consideration of the sum of five thousand dollars paid, cer- 
tain vacant lots of ground situated in the City of New Orleans, all of 
which will more fully appear by reference to the annexed act of sale, 
made a part hereof. And further deponent knoweth not. 

2nd. That respondent is the owner of said property within the 
metes and bounds fully set forth in said act of sale. 


dATG 
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6653 3d. That said vacant lots have not yielded revenues, but 
expenses, taxes, ete. 

4th. That respondent is still the owner thereof, and now pleads in 
bar the prescription of ten, with a title translative of property. 
Wherefore respondent prays that complainant's action be dismissed ; 
that C. Babled, of New Orleans, administrator of the estate of Louis 
Surgi, be cited in warranty to defend this suit; that respondent, if 
cast, recover of plaintiff the taxes accrued since the date of his pur- 
chase, and accruing until the termination of this suit, and that he 
recover of the estate of Louis Surgi the sum of five thousand dol- 
lars, with legal interest from the lSth March, 1867, and all the taxes 
accrued since said sale, and tor general relief, 


(Signed) A. DUPAQUIER. 
(Signed) ALBERT VOORIHITES, 
Solicitor. 
Sworn to and subscribed this 2nd day May, 1870. 
(Signed) ‘D. URBAN, 
U.S. Comm’r. 


Aet of Nale. Anneved lo and biled with Answer of A. Dupagnier, Muy 
2nd, 1S7T0. 


STATE OF LouIsIANna, City of New Orleans: 


Be it known that on this day before me, Edward Barnett, a notary 
public in and for this city and parish of New Orleans, State of Lou- 
Isiana, aforesaid duly commissioned and sworn, personally came 
and appeared Louis Surgi, of this city, who declared that for and in 
consideration of the price and sum of five thousand dollars, to him 
paid in ready Money, the receipt whereof he hereby acknowledges, 
he does by these presents grant, bargain, sell, convey, assign, and 
set over, with a full guarantee against all troubles, debts, mortgages, 
claims, evictions, donations, alienations, or other. incumbrances 
whatsoever unto Dr. Auguste Dupaquier, also of this city, present 
and accepting, his heirs and assigns, and acknowledging possession 
thereof, the following described property, to wit ; 

Ist. A certain square of ground situate, lying, and being in the 
ord district of this city, designated on a plan deposited in the office 
of C. G. Gottschalk, as per plan No. thirty-three, by the number 
twenty-four, containing twenty-three lots of ground numbered from 
one to twenty-three, inclusive, bounded by Hope, Bruxelles, Duel, 

Broad streets and St. Bernard avenue, as per said plan, to- 

6654 gether with all the rights, ways, servitudes, privileges, and 
advantages thereunto belonging or in anywise appertaining. 

2d. Fourteen lots of ground situate, lying, and being in the same 
district, designated on a plan deposited in the office of said Gotts- 
schatk, as plan No. thirty-two, by the numbers one to fourteen, In- 
clusive, of square number sixteen, bounded by Agriculture, Indus- 
try, Warsaw, and Bruxelles streets, according to said plan, said lots 
measure as follow:, to wit, lot No. one has thirty-one feet eleven 
inches four lines front on Warsaw street; lots two, three, four, and 
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five have each thirty-two feet front on Warsaw street, and each of 
said five lots has one hundred feet deep; lots six to nine, inclusive, 
have eath thirty feet front on Agriculture street by one hundred 
and fiftv-nine feet eleven inches and three lines deep; lots ten, 
eleven, and twelve and thirteen have each thirty-two feet front on 
Bruxelles street ; lot No. fourteen has thirty-one feet eleven inches 
four lines front on Bruxelles street, and each of said lots has a depth 
of one hundred feet; together with all the rights, ways, servitudes, 
privileger, and advantages thereunto belonging or in any wise ap- 
pertaining. All of which above described property was acquired 
by the present seller from Nobert Dignié, auctioneer, by two several 
acts passed before the said Gottschalk on the ninth of April, eigh- 
teen hundred and sixty. 

By reference to the annexed certificate of the recorder of mort- 
gages in and for this city and parish, bearing date the 15th instant, 
it appears that there are no other incumbrances standing in the 
name of the said vendor than the following, to wit: 

Ist. By the mortgage by him granted in favor of N. Vignié, aue- 
tioneer, in and by his aforesaid act of purchase bearing on the 
property firstly described to secure the payment of five hundred and 
seventeen dollars and thirty cents, being the amount of twenty-eight 
several promissory notes drawn and endorsed by said Surgi, dated 
the 27th of March, 1860, four, each’ for twenty-one dollars fifty-six 
and one-fourth cents, payable respectively in one, two, three, and 
four years; four, each for forty-seven dollars ninety-one and two- 
third cents, payable respectively in one, two, three, and four years, 
and twenty, each for eleven dollars ninety-seven and eleven-twelfth 
cents, payable respectively five in one year, five in two years, five in: 
three years, and five in four years. 

2d. By the one by him granted in favor of the same in and by his 

afore-recited act of purchase bearing on the property secondly 
6655 described to secure the payment of three hundred and fifteen 

dollars, being the amount of twenty-four several promissory 
notes drawn and endorsed by said Surgi, dated the 27th of Mareh, 1860, 
four, each for thirty-five dollars, payable respectively in one, two, three, 
and four years, and twenty each for eight dollars and seventy-five cents, 
pavable respectively, five in one year, five in two years, five in three 
years, and five in four years, with interest as stipulated in said aet. 
And thereupon personally came and appeared Antoine Conam, 
holder of the above-described notes, which he exhibits to me, notary, 
who declares that he does hereby give a full release and discharge 
of the afore-recited mortgage, and consents to the cancelling of the 
same. 

3d. The general one in favor of the City of New Orleans, rendered 
by the 2nd district court, the 7th November, 1857, for $85.50, which 
judgment the said vendor claims to have paid, and binds himself to 
‘ause the same to be cancelled within the shortest possible delay ; to 
have and to hold the said property unto the said purchaser, his 
heirs and assigns to their proper use and behoof forever. And the 
said seller for himself and his heirs, the said property to the said 
purchaser, his heirs, and assigns shall and will warrant and forever 
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defend against the lawful cl-ims of all persons, whomsoever, by 
these presents. And the ; sald vendor does moreover subrogate the 
said purch iser to all the rights and actions of warranty, which he 
has against his vendor or against the vendors of his vendor, fully 
authorizing the said purchaser to exercise all the rights and actions 


in the same manner as he himself might or could ‘~ ave done. The: 


taxes due on said property for the year eighteen hundred and sixty- 
five have been paid, and as relates to those of the year eighteen 
hundred and sixty-six,the same shall be paid by the present vendor 
when collectable. 

I, notary, certify that the tax hereon | bei ing five dollars has been 
paid, as per anne ‘xed internal revenue stamp of the United States. 
And the sitid ve nador de by af ares thr ‘if he Is he dither tutor nor curator oft 
minors, Interdicted persons, or absentees. 

And thereupon personally came and appeared and stats to 
this act Mistress Marie Belzire Syler, of law*ul age, wife of said seller, 
who, being herein authorized and assisted by her said husband, took 
cognizance of the foregoing act of sale, which I, notary, carefully 

read and explained to her, and having so done she declared 
6656 that it was her intention not only to ratify said sale, but to 

make renunciation of all rights she has by mortgage or other- 
wise on the said property, upon which I, notary, declared to her 
separately and apart from her said husband, and qut of his presence, 
as itis my duty, that by the laws of this State she possessed a gen- 
eral mortgage on all the property of her said husband and upon 
that of the community in ease she should renounce thereto. 


first. For the restitution of her dower and the reinvestment of 


dotal property brought by her in marriage. 

Second. lor the restitution of dotal property by her acquired 
during marriage by inheritance, donation, or otherwise. 

Third. For indemnity against all del ‘ts contracted or which she 
may hereatter contract with her said husband. 

Fourth. For such of her paraphernal property and funds as may 
have been alienated by her said husband, or of which he has had 
or may have the administration or enjoyment, or of which he may 
otherwise have benefited. 

Mifth. Fornuptial presents made to her by hersaid husband or others; 


that in making her intended renunci: ition she would de ‘prive herself 


irrevokably and forever of all rights of reclamation against said prop- 
erty, whe ther under mortgage, privilege or otherwise; whe ‘reu pon 
the said wife declared that she still pe rsiste d in the intention she had 
announced to ratify the said act of sale, and to dispossess herself of 
all rights and liens which she has upon said property, whether by 
marriage contract, dower, donation, or otherwise; and the said hus- 
band being now again present before me, and authorizing his said 
wife, she again declared that she does hereby formally renounce 
henceforth and forever, all and singular her said rights and transfer 

the same to the said purchaser, his heirs and assigns to be had and 
held by him and them and by them enjoyed in law and thereout ; 

and she here by binds herself and her heirs to the said purchaser, 
liis heirs and assigns, that she and they shall and will at all times 
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acknowledge the validity of the present sale and of the renuncia- 
tion which she now makes of all rights which she. has or may have 
in and to the said property, and that neither she nor they shall ever 
seck to Oppose OF HNLap ys air the force of this act, hereby renouncing the 
benefit of all laws, privileges, and customs of whic h she might av: ai] 
herself, or which are in her favor in the premises. 
‘Done and passed at New Orleans, the eighteenth day of March, 
eighteen hundred and sixty-seven, in presence of Alphonse 
6657 Barnett and Marcel 'T. Ducros, witnesses residing in th- city, 
who have signed their names with the said appearers and 
me, notary, after reading thereof. 


(Original signed) L.. SURGL 
B. SURGL. 
A. DUPAQUIE Re. 


A. CONAM., 

T. DUCROS. 

A. BARNETT. 

EDW’D BARNETT, 
Not. Pub. 


A true copy. 
New Orleans, March 18th, 1867. 
[SEAL. ] (Signed) LDW. BARNETT, 
Not. Pub. 
[5-cent stamp. | 


Answer of Paul Fourchy. Filed May 2nd, 1870. 
Myra C. Gaines ts. P. F. AGNELLY et al. 
Answer of Paul Fourchy to subpcena in chancery. 


Paul Fourchy, of the City of New Orleans, for answer to the sub- 
peena in chancery filed by the plaintiff, Myra Clark Gaines, respect- 
— declares and alleges as follows, to wit: 

That on the 26th May, 1862, your respondent purchased from 
Aristide Miltenberger, for and in consideration of the sum of eleven 
hundred and seventy dollars, thirteen lots, situated at Gentilly, City 
of New Orleans, as will more fully appear by the annexed aet of 
sale, made a part hereof; that said lots are naked or vacant lots; 
and should plaintiff succeed In ousting respondent, the said respond- 
ent would be entitled to recover from said plaintiff the said taxes 
paid and those accruing. 

2d. That respondent is still the owner of said vaeant lands, and 
now sets up in bar of this action the prescription of ten years, with 
a title translative of property. 

Sd. That he has derived no revenue from said land, but, on the 
contrary, has been under expenses ; and 

4th. That said vacant lots are fully deseribed and located in an- 
nexed act of sale. And further respondent knowetlh: not. 

Sth. That his vendor, Aristide Miltenberger, should be cited in 
warranty to defend said title. 
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Wherefore respondent prays that said bill in chancery be dis- 
missed with costs; that Aristide Miltenberger be cited as warrantor 
to defend respondent's title; and that should respondent’s defense 
be overruled, he recover judgment against the complainant, Myra 

Clark Gaines, for the full value of all the State and munici- 
6698 pal taxes incurred by said vacant lots from the date of said 
annexed act of sale until the determination of this litigation, 


and that he further recover of Aristide Miltenberger the sum of 


eleven hundred and seventy dollars, with legal interest from the 
26th May, 1862, and costs of this suit. For general relief, and as 
in duty bound, ete. 
(Siened) 
(Signed) ALBERT VOORILLES, 


Solicitor. 


— 


» FOURCHY. 


Sworn to and subseribed this 2nd day May, 1870. 
(Signed) F. B. VINOT, 
Dy CU. 
Act of Sale. Annexed to and filed with Answer of Paul Fourchy, May 
2nd, S70. 


rat pe LA Lovutstaneg, Ville de la Nouvelle- Orleans : 


Aujourd’hui, ce vingt-six mai, mil huit cent soixante-deux, par- 
devant Octave de Armas, notaire public, ddment commissioné pour 
cette ville et la paroisse d’Orleans, y residant, et en présence des 
tCmoins ¢cl-aprés nommés et soussignes, a personnellement com- 
paru Mr. Aristide Wiltenberger, residant en cette ville, lequel a 
déclaré que parsuite de la vente publique, quil a fait faire ce jour 
par le ministere d’Alfred Bouligny, encanteur (appert son proces- 
verbal ci-annexé), il vend, cede, & transporte, avee toutes les garan- 
ties de droir, & avec substitution & subrogation tous ses droits & 
actions de garanties contre tous précédens vendeurs ou proprietaires, 
i Mr. Paul Fourchy, residant aussi en cette ville, ici present & ac- 
ceptant, acquireur, pour lui, ses herifiers et ayans-cause, treize lots 
de terre, situés a Gentilly, en cette paroisse, dépendant de la ci- 
devant habitations Howe & Martin, dan’s Vilet No. 4, qui est borne 
par les rues Beauregard, Manuel, Union, et Francais, lesquels lots 
de terre sont designés par les Nos. de 1.4 13, inclusivement, & meas- 
urant, savoir: Les Nos. 1, 2,3, 4, & 5 chacun trente-deux pieds de 
face a la rue des Francais, sur les profoundeurs suivantes, savoir: 
Pour les Nos. 1, 2, 3, & 4 ceni trois picds onze pouces quatre lignes, 
et pour le No. 5, cent cinquante-quatre pieds onze pouces quatre 

lignes, le tout entre lignes paralleles ; les lots. Nos. 6, fe ud 

6659 mesurent chacun trente-quatre pieds deface a la rue Manuel 
sur un profondeur denviron cent vingt-huit pieds, entres 
lignes paralleles; les Nos. 9, 10,11, 12, & 15, mesurent chacun trente- 
deux pieds de face a la rue ? Union sur une profondeur pour les lots 
Nos. 9, 10, 11, & 12 de cent trois pieds onze ponces & quatre lignes; 
& pour le No. 15 de cent cinquante quatre pieds onze ponces quatre 
lignes, le tout entre lignes paralleles. Ensemble toutes les depend- 
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ances & appartenances des dits lots de terre, sans aucune exception. 
Lesquels lots de terre appartiennent au dit Sr. A. Miltenberger pour 
les avoir acquis 4 une vente publique, du sheriff de cette paroisse, 
le 17 decembre, 1879, dans Vatfaire intitulée “Aristide Miltenberger 
vs. la Vve. H. B. Carraway (No. 2364 da docket de la seconde cour 
de district de Nouvelle-Orleans), lacuelle vente est enrégistree au 
bureau du conservateur des alicnations de cette ville, livre No. 50, 
fo. 309, & suivans. La presente vente est faite & aeceptee pour & 
moyennant Je prix & somme de onze cent solxante-dix plastres 
($1,170), que le vendeur déclare & reconnait avoir bien & dument 
recu comptant en monnaie de cours du dit acqueéreur auquil il con- 
cede quittance & décharge, défenitives. Pour par le dit Sr. Paul 
fourchy, ses heritiers & ayans cause, faire, jouir, & deposer en toute 
propriété des dits lots de terre, en vertu des présentes. Le vendeur 
a fait due preuve du paiement par lui de toutes taxes relatives aux 
dit lots de terre pour Pannée 1S60; & promet de paver, dans le plus 
bref delad, celles de 1861. Dapres le certifieat cl-annexé conserva- 
teur des hypotheques de cette ville, en date du 24 mat courant, in 
n'y a point d’lypotheque enregistric au nom du dit Sieur Aristide 
Miltenberger contre les lots de terre, objet des présentes. — Et 
de suite du consentement du dit Sieur A. Miltenberger aux pré- 
sentes est Intervenue et a personnellement comparu. Dame José- 
phine Hyslop, majeure d’age, Gpouse du dit Sieur Aristide Milten- 
berger, laquelle étant hors de la présence et de Vinfluence de son 
dit époux et apres avoir pris connaissance de lacte qui préeede, qui 
lui a lu et expliqué le notaire soussignc, et ce, avant de recevoir sa 
signature, a declare approuver et ratifier le dit acte a tout son con- 
tenu, comme lui étant agréable et avant en outre declaré au dit 
notaire quelle était dans Tintention de renoncer aux hy potheques, 
priviléges et autres droits qu'elle on pourrait avoir sur les 
6660 terrains ci-dessus descrits & yvendus parson mari au dit Sieur 
r.. lourchy, le dit notaire la informeée que (apres les lois dle 

eet Etat, la femme aun hypotheque tacit sur les biens immeubles 
de son marti: 

1°. Pour la restitution de sadot, oui pour le remploi des biens 
dotaux qu'elle a apportés lor de son marriage et qui auraient été 
aliénés par son mari, et ce, a compter du jour de la célébration du 
dit mariage. 

2°. Pour la restitution oui pour le remploi des dotaux qu’elle 
adrait acquis durant son mariage soit par succession, soit par dona- 
tion, et ce, du jour ou la succession s’est ouverte en sa faveur, ou du 
jour que la donation a en son effet. 

3°. Pour Vindemnité des dettes qu'elle aurait contractées ayee son 
mari, ainsi que pour le remploi de ses bien propres aliénés, du jour 
de Vobligation on de la vente. 

4°. Et pour sfrété des obligations imposées au mari, dans le cas 
ot il aurait joui des biens paraphernaux de sa femme, ou pour le 
remboursement de leur prix dans le cas of il auraient été aliénés 
parla femme, avee son autorisation, et qu’il en aurait regu le prix 
ou en aurait autrement profite. 

Et la dite dame comparante intervenant toujours hors de la prés- 
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ence de son dit Gpoux, se reconnaissant parfaitement instruite des 
droits que la loi lui accorde sur les biens de son époux, a dit et de- 
elaré quelle persiste néanmoins dans Vintention qu'elle a ci-dessus 
manifesté, et que de son plein gré et de sa libre volonté elle renonce 
formellement par les presentes, tant pour elle que pour ses héritiers 
et ayans-cause i tous les drots matrimoniaux, dotaux, paraphernaux 
et autres qu’elle a et pourrai a avoir sur les lots de terre ci-dessus 
decrits & vendus. Et quelle céde et transporte au dit Sieur Paul 
Fourchy tous les susdits droits et autres de quelque natare qu’ils 
soient, Pautorisant As’en prévaloir tant en justice que hors envers 
et contre qui de droit. Et la dite Dame Miltenberger, nee ILyslop, 
Ctant actuellement assistée et autorisseé de son dit 6époux a déclaré 
apres que lecture lui a été donnée de lact de ratification, et de re- 
nonciation aux droits, qui: précede, qu’elle confirmait et ratifiait le 
tout, comme le libre expression de sa volonté le tout acceptée par le 
dit Sieur Paul Fourchy. 
Dont acte. Fait et passe a la Nouvelle-Orleans, les jour, mois et an 
susdits, en presence de Messicurs A. Wiloz & Leonce Brocard, 
6661 témoins compétents, domicilies en cette ville, qui ont signé avee 
les comparants et le notaire, aprés lecture faite. 
(Signe) AR. MILTENBERGER. 
P. FOURCHY. 
JOSEPHINE MILTENBERGER. 
A. WILLOZ. ; 
LEONCE BROCARD. 
OCTAVE Dr ARMAS, Not. Pub. 


Pour copie conforme a Voriginal, p. “ vingt,” corrigé & quatre 
rave. 


e 


[scAv. ] (Signe) OCTAVE Dre ARMAS, Not. Pub. 


Translation of Foregoing Act. 
Strate oF Lovistana, City of New Orleans: 


On this day, the twenty-sixth of May, one thousand eight hun- 
dred and sixty-two, before me, Octave de Armas, notary public, duly 
commissioned and sworn, for the parish of Orleans and ¢ ‘ity of New 
Orleans, therein residing, and in presence of witnesses hereinafter 
named and undersigned, personally appeared Mr. Aristide Milten- 
berger, residing in this city, who has declared that in consequence 
of a public sale made this day for his own account by Alfred Bou- 
ligny, auctioneer (his process-verbal hereto annexed), he sells, cedes, 
and transfers all his rights, with substitution and subrogation to all 
his rights and actions of warranty against all preceding vendors or 
owners, to Mr. Paul Fourchy, residing also in this city, here present 
and accepting, purchaser for him, lis heirs and assigns, thirteen 
lots of ground situated at Gentilly, in this parish, formerly part of 
the plantation Howe and Martin, in the square No. 4, bounded by 
Beauregard, Manuel, Union, and Frenchman streets, which lots of 
eround are designated by the numbers from one to thirteen, inclusive, 
and measure, to wit: The numbers one, two, three, four, and five 


—— 
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each thirty-two feet front on Frenchman street, with the following 
depth, to wit: The numbers one, two, three, and four, one hundred 
and three feet eleven inches four lines, and the number five one 
hundred and fifty-four feet cleven inches and four lines, all between 
parallel lines; the lots Nos. six, seven, and eight measure each 
thirty-four feet front [on] Manuel street, on about one hundred and 
twenty-eight feet in depth, between parallel lines; the lots Nos. nine, 
ten, eleven, twelve, and thirteen measure cach thirty-two feet front 

on Union street, the lots Nos. nine, ten, eleven, and twelve 
6662 having in depth one hundred and three feet eleven inches 

and four lines, and the lot No, thirteen having in depth one 
hundred and fifty-four feet eleven’ inches and four lines, the whole 
between parallel lines, together with all dependences and = appur- 
tenances of said lots of ground, without exception. 

Which said lots of ground belong to said Mr. Miltenberger for 
having purchased said lots at a public sale by the sheriff of this par- 
ish, on the seventeenth December, one thousand eight hundred and 
forty-nine, In the case entitled Aristide Miltenberger vs. The Widow 
H. B. Carraway, No. 2564 of the docket of the second district court 
of New Orleans, which sale is registered at the office of the register 
of cohveyvances of this city, book No. OO, fo. OO), and SCCHENS. 

The present sale is made and aecepted for and in consideration of 
the sum of eleven hundred and seventy dollars (S1,170) that the 
vendor declares and recognizes having duly received in cash and 
lawful money from said purchaser, to whom he gives full discharge 
and acquittance, the said Paul Fourcliy, his heirs and assigns, to 
enjoy and dispose in full ownership of said lots of ground in virtue 
of these presents. 

The vendor has made due proof of the payment of all the taxes 
in relation to said lots of ground for the year one thousand eight 
hundred and sixty, and promises to pay in the shortest delay the 
tax of IS61. 

by the certificate hereto annexed from the register of mortgages 
of this city, dated May 24th instant, there is no mortgage registered 
in the name of Mr. Aristide Miltenberger against the lots of ground 
object of these present. 

And thereupon, with the consent of said Mr. Ar. Miltenberger, in 
these presents intervened and personally appeared Mrs. Jos¢phine 
Hyslops, of lawful age, wife of said Mr. Aristide Miltenberger, who 
being out of the presence and influence of her said husband, and 
after a full cognizance taken of the foregoing and a verbal explana- 
tion to her given by me, notary undersigned, and this before aflixing 
her signature, declares to approve and ratify the said act in its en- 
tirety, and declares besides to said notary that she intended to re- 
nounce to all mortgages, privileges, and other rights she has or may 
have on the lots above described and sold by her husband to said 

Mr. Paul Fourchy. 
6663 The said notary then informed her that by the laws of this 
State the wife has a tacit mortgage on the immovables of her 
husband : 
Ist. For the restitution of her dowry and the reinvestment of the 
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dotal property brought by her in marriage, and sold by her husband, 
reckoning from the celébration of the marriage. 

2d. For the restitution or reinvestment of the dotal property by 
her acquired during the marriage, by succession or donation, reck- 
oning from the day the succession was opened in her favor, or such 
donation took effect. 

3d. For the indemnity of debts contracted with her husband, and 
the reinvestment of her property alienated, from the day of the 
obligation or of the sale. 

4th. And for the surety of the obligations imposed upon the hus- 
band, in case he has enjoyed the paraphernal property of his wife 
or for the reimbursement of the price of the property alienated by 
her, with his authorization, if her husband has received said price 
or has otherwise disposed of said property for his individual interest. 

And the said appearer, always out of the presence of her said 
husband, well informed of the nature of the rights the law grants 
to the wife on the property of her husband, declares to persist in her 
intention as above stated, and of her own free will renounces formally 
by these presents, for her, her heirs and assigns, in favor of said Mr. 
Paul Fourchy, his heirs and assigns, to all matrimonial, dotal, para- 
phernal, and other rights she has or may have on the lots of ground 
above described and sold. 

And she cedes and transfers to said Mr. Paul Fourehy all the said 
rights and others, of whatever nature they may be, authorizing him 
to avail himself of these rights judicially or otherwise. 

And the said Mrs. Miltenberger, born Hyslops, being actually 
assisted and authorized by her s said husband, declares, “after due 
reading of the preceding act of ratification and renunciation of 
rights, that she confirms and ratifies the same as the expression of 
her own free will. 

The whole accepted by the said Mr. Paul Fourehy. 

Thus done and passed at the city of New Orleans, the day, 
month, and year aforesaid, in presence of Messrs. Aimé Willoz, and 
Leonce Brocard, competent witnesses, domiciliated in this city, who 

signed with the appearers and the notary after due reading 
6664 thereof 
(Signed) AR. MILTENBERGER. 
P. FOURCHY. 
JOSEPHINE MILTENBERGER. 
AK. WILLOZ. 
LEONCE BROCARD. 
OCTAVE pe ARMAS, Notary Public. 
A true copy. 
(Signed) OCTAY . pE ARMAS, 
Not. Pub. 
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Entry at Rules. 
Extracts from the Chancery Order Book of Monday, May 2nd, 1870. 
Myra Crank GAINES 
vs, - GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. 

The defendants, Charles Borie and Francois Lacroix, by their so- 
licitor, Cyprien Dufour, have filed their separate answer to complain- 
ant’s bill on the 29th April, last. 

Entry at Rules, May 2, 1870. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs, > 6OS5. 
P. F. AGNery et als. J 


R. Huber Wald and others, defendants herein, have, on the 29 
inst., by their solicitors, Dirrhammer and Kennard, filed their de- 
murrer to complainant’s bill. 

Entry at Rules, May 2, 1870. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 

vs. » BOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY eft als. J 

The defendant, B. Abadie, by his solicitor, Cyprien Dufour, and 
the said Cyprien Dufour in P. P., have, on the 50th April last, filed 
their separate answer to complainant’s bill. 

Entry at Rules, May 2, 1870. 
Myra CLark GAINES 
Us. -GOSD. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. J 
Paul Fourchy, one of the defendants herein, by his solicitor, Al- 
bert Voorhies, has filed his answer to complainant’s bill. 
Entry at Rules, May 2, 1870. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. > GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef al. 
A. Dupagnier, one of the defendants herein, by his solicitor, Al- 
bert Voorhies, has filed his answer to complainant’s bill. 
Entry at Rules, May 2, 1870. 
Myra CLARK GAINES l 
vs. HOSS. 
P. F AGNELLY et als. 

Louis Duvignaud, Widow G. Smith, Jean Ollie, Geo. B. Ebberling, 

Ek. & O. Minturn, F. Levasseur, V. de St. Romes, Manuel Elliott, 
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Z. Wentzel, P. S. Wiltz, E. J. L. Blane, Wid. EF. Blane, Win. 
6665 Chambers and G. W. Hynson, ex’rs; Thomas Robertson, D. 

B. Macarty, Pierre ‘Brunette, J. M. Brunette, V. Bacas, N. 
Dabon, and J.J. Lamoine, Jean Labbe, Estate of Rodolph Rousseau, 
Mrs. Ik. W. Audler, J. M. Crawford, & Mrs. I. V. Gottschalk, by their 
solicitor, James McConnell, have entered their appearance to com- 
plainant’s bill. 


Exception of J. B. Chauvin. Filed May 6th, 1870. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. - No. GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY et als. | 


To the honorable the judges of the circuit court of the United States 
of America: 

Jean Baptiste Chauvin, who has been served: with a subpeena in 
chaneery on the complaint of Myra Clark Gaines in the suit in 
chancery under the above title, under the name of C. Chauvin, which 
name is not his, now comes inte court and exeepts to the plaintiff's 
action, on the ground that he cannot be brought into court undera 
name which is not his; and should this plea be overruled appearer 
now pleads as a perpetual bar to said complainant’s bill the pre- 
scription of ten, twenty, and thirty years, reserving all his other 
means of defense should this plea of prescription be rejected. 

For these reasons he prays that said bill filed by Myra Clark Gaines 
be dismissed, so far as he is concerned, and at her costs. 

(Signed) A. & P. J. ROBERTS, of Counsel. 


Answer of Mrs. Conti. Filed May 6th, 1870. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
rs. No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY et als. f 


To the honorable the judges of the United States circuit court of the 

United States of America: 

Adelaide Rousseau, widow of Louis Conti, who has been served 
With a subpcena in chancery on the complaint of Myra Clark 
Gaines, in the suit in chancery under the above title, now appears 
in court and says for answer to said bill and subpcena, that the sub- 
poena served upon her is addressed to Mrs. T. E. Canty: that ap- 
pearer is not the person named in said subpoena; that she knows 

not the party so named, if there is such a party in existence ; 
6666 that as to her, respondent says that she owns no property of 

any kind within the range of the complainant’s bill or claim, 
hor any one or any portion of the property described in said bill, 
nor -as she ever had any property whatsoever that has ever belonged 
to Daniel Clark at any time, and therefore disclaim any right to any 
portion of the property claimed by said Myra Clark Gaines. 

lor the above reasons your respondent prays that the bill filed by 
said Myra Clark Gaines be dismissed, so far as he is concerned, and 
at her costs. 


(Signed) A. & P. J. ROBERTS, of Counsel. 
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Answer of August Rancour. Filed May 6th, 1870. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 


rs. » No. GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. 


To the honorable the judges of the United States circuit court of the 
United States of America: 


August Rancour, who has been served with a subpeeena in chan- 
cery on the complaint of Myra Clark Gaines in the suit in chancery 
under the above title, for answer to said bill, says: That at the time 
said bill was served upon him he was and still is the bona fide, true, 
and lawful owner of the following property, to wit, four lots of 
ground situated in the second district of this city, designated by 
Nos. one, two, three, and four in square No. 31, bounded by Orleans, 
Second, St. Armand, Lopez or ‘Third streets, on a plan by r. N. 
Tourné, of the 15th February, 1860; said lots having American 
measure, each thirty feet nine inches front on St. Ann St., by ninety- 
one feet six inches deep on the division line of lot No. 5, ninety-one 
feet seven inches on the division line between lots three and four, 
ninety-one feet eight inches deep on the division line between lots 
2 & 3, ninety-one feet ten inches deep on the division line between 
lots 1 & 2, and ninety-one feet eleven inches dee ‘Pp and front — See- 
ond street; lot No. one forming the corner of St. Armand and 
Second streets, which said lots were purchased by respondent from 
Jos. Rodriguez, by act before A. k. Bienvenu, notary, on the 11th 
March, 1867. : 

And your respondent in answer of said complainant’s bill in 
chancery, reserving to himself the benefit of all legal exceptions, 
pleads ihe prescription of ten, twenty, and thirty years against the 

rights, actions, and pretensions of the said Myra Clark Gaines, and 
denies all and singular the allegations contained in the bill 
6667 and particularly that she is the heir of Daniel Clark and has 
any rights as such, and for other reasons, which may be here 
set forth. For the above reasons your respondent prays that the bill 
filed by said Myra Clark Gaines be dismissed, so far as he is con- 
cerned, and at her costs. . 
(Signed) A. & PL J. ROBERTS, of Counsel. 


Respondent, in answer to the interrogatories propounded to him, 
t says: Ist. I do not know. This property was purchased originally, 
from the city, who gave no chain of title but its ow. guarantee. 
2d. This question is answered by the foregoing, and I claim nothing 


r 
y else but the property described in my answer. Sd. No. IL oceupy 
» said property myself 4th. No. Loam still in possession of said 
. property. 

(Signed) AUG. RANCOUR. 


Sworn to and subseribed May 6, 1870, before me. 
(Signed) Ih. B. VINOT, Dy CCE. 
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Lopez or Third Street. 


oi | 


Anne. 


%] 


Orleans, 


St. 
‘ 
7 
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Second. 


Received the deed of sale filed by me in this case, Oct. 2, 1871. 
(Signed) A. ROBER T, Alt’y. 


Answer of A. C. G. de Monsabert. Filed May 6th, 1870. . 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
VS, No. 6OS5. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef al. 


To the honorable the judges of the United States cireuit court of 
the Vnited States of America: 

Arms Charles Gabriel de Monsabert, who has been served with 
two subpcenas in chancery in the complaint of Myra Clark Gaines 
in the above under the above title, for answer to said bill, says: 

That at the time said bill was served upon him he was and _ still 
is a bona fide, true,and lawful owner of the following-described prop- 
erty, to wit, three lots of ground in the second district of this city, 
in the square comprised between Ursulines, Oak, Sixth, and Seventh 
streets, designated by Nos. 16, 17, and 18, on a _ of Louis H. 
Pelié, survevor of this city, on the 5th of March, 1855, in the oftice 
of P. E. Theard, then notary. Lot No. 16, me: suring, American 
measure, 33 feet 8 inches front on Ursulines street, 164 feet 4 inches 
in depth on the line of lot No. one, two,and 17, and 145 feet 8 inches 
on the line of lot No. 15. Lot No. 17 measures 33 feet 8 inches 

front on Ursulines street, 52 feet 4 inches wide in the rear, 99 
6668 feet eight inches in depth on the line of lot No. 16, and 115 

feet 5 inches on the line of lot No. 18, and lot No. 18 meas- 
ure- 33 feet S inches front on Ursulines — » 11S feet 5 inches in 
depth on the line of lot No. 17, and 151 fect Z inches on the line 
of lot No. 19, together with all the buildings which stand on said 
property. Said property was purchased by respondent by an act of 
sale from J. V. Loubere by act before Salim Wagner, then notary, 
under date of the 19th Mareh, 1869, and was forme rly bought from 
the City of New Orleans, and by original purchasers from Daniel 
Clark himself, by act before P. Pedesclaux, not pub., on the 6th of 
May, 1811. 

And your respondent, in answer to said complainant’s bill in 
chancery, reserving unto himself the benefit of all legal exceptions, 
pleads the prescription of ten, twenty, and thirty years against the 
rights and pretensions of the said Myra Clark Gaines, : and denies all 
and singular the allegations contained in her bill, and particularly 
that she is the heir of said Daniel C lark, and that she has any rights 
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as such, or otherwise, to exercise against the above-described prop- 
erty, and for any other reasons as may be here set forth. For the 
above reasons your respondent prays that the bill filed by said 
Myra Clark Gaines be dismissed, so far as he is concerned, and at 
her costs. | 
(Signed) A. & P. J. ROBERTS. 
Of Counsel. 


A. C. G. de Monsabert, in answer to the interrogatories of com- 
plainant, says: Ist. I do not know. My property was purchased 
from the city, who gave no chain of title, but simply guaranteed 
the same. 2d. My answer to this is included in the first answer. 
3d. 1 occupy it myself, and consequently it yields no revenue.  4¢h. 
No. I still oceupy it myself. 

(Signed) CHAS. De MONSABERT. 


Sworn to and subseribed before me, May 6, 1870. 
(Signed) Ik. B. VINOT, D’y CTE. 


This square is what is remaining of square 11, on the plan of 
Lafon of 1809, after opening & widening Ursulines St. All square 
No. 11, with the exgeption of lot No. 6, was sold by Daniel Clark to 
Degoutin Bellechasse by act passed before P. Pedesclaux, notary 
public, the 6th May, 1811. The lot No. 6 measures 150 ft., French, 
front to the St. Sixth by 180 feet depth. 
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6669 Act of Sale of Property by the City of New Orleans to Justin Victor 
Loubere, of Date April 3rd, 1855. Filed with Answer of A. C. 
G. de Monsabert, May 6, 1870. 
Srate or Lourstana, City of New Orleans : 
Be it known that on this third day of April, in the year of Lord 
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one thousand eight hundred and fifty-five, and the seventy-ninth of 
the Independence of the United States of America, before me, Paul 
mile Theard, notary public in and for the parish and City of New 
Orleans, and official notary for said city, duly commissioned and 
sworn, and in presence of the undersigned Witnesses, personally Cale 
and appeared the HLlonorable John Lawson Lewis, mayor of the City 
of New Orleans, herein acting in his said capacity; and the said 
John L. Lewis, acting as aforesaid, declared that by virtue of the 
authority in him vested by resolution number 1995, passed by the 
common council of the City of New Orleans, and approved on the — 
twelfth February, eighteen hundred and fifty-tive, a copy whereof 
is annexed to an act passed this day in my office between the City 
of New Orleans and D. P. Wessel, and pursuant to the’ publie sale 
which the committee of finances of the common council of the City 
of New Orleans cause to be made on the thirty-first March ultimo, 
and the following day, by Messrs. J. A. Beard and May, J. A. Beard, 
auctioneer, certificate of which sale is annexed to the act above cited 
and passed this day in this office, he does, therefore, and for the 
consider: ation hereinafter set forth, by these presents grant, bargain, 
sell, convey, and set over, with a full guarantee against all troubles, 
debts, mortgages, evictions, hens, and all other incumbrances, unto 
Mr. Justin Victor Loubere, of this citv, hereto present, purchasing, 
and accepting for himself, his heirs, and assigns, two certain lots of 
ground in the second district of this city, in the square bounded by 
Ursulines, Oak, Sixth, and Seventh streets, being designated at lots 
numbers “sixteen” and “seventeen,” according to the plan of Louis 
IH. Pilie, city surveyor, dated the fifth day of March, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-five, and deposited in the book of plans in 
6670 this office as plan No. “two.” The lot No. “sixteen,” in 
American measure, measures thirty-three feet eight inches 
front on Ursulines street, one hundred and sixty-four feet four inches 
and seven lines deep on the line dividing it from lots “one,” “ two,” 
and “seventeen,” and one hundred and forty-eight feet eight inches 
and two lines on the line dividing it from lot No. “fifteen.” The 
lot No. “seventeen” measures thirty -three feet eight inches front on 
Ursulines street, thirty-two feet four inches width in the rear, ninety- 
nine fect eight inches and seven lines deep on the line dividing it 
from lot number “sixteen,” and one hundred and fifteen feet five 
inches and three lines on the line dividing it from lot number 
“eighteen ;” together with all the rights, ways, servitudes, and ap- 
purtenances thereunto be longing or in anywise appertaining. 
And here the said John L. Le wis, acting as aforesaid, declared 
that he could not exhibit the title of the City of New Orleans to the 
said lots of ground, but, nevertheless, gives a full guarantee to the said 
purchaser, heirs, and assigns, which is accepted by said purchaser, 
and the unde rsigned notary is hereby discharged from any liability 
in the pre mises. To have and to hold the : said lots of ground unto 
the said purchaser, his heirs, or assigns forever. 
And the said John L. Lewis, acting as aforesaid, moreover trans- 
fers unto the said purchaser all the rights and actions of warranty 
to which the City of New Orleans is or may be entitled, against all 
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the former owners or proprietors of the property herein conveyed, 
subrogating the said purchaser to the said rights and actions, to be 
by him enjoyed and exercised in the same manner as they might 
have been by the said City of New Orleans. 

This sale is made and accepted for and in consideration of the 
price and sum-of two hundred and ninety dollars, in deduction 
whereof the said purchaser has paid that of fifty-nine dollars to Wim. 
H. Garland, Esq., hereto present, treasurer of the City of New Orleans, 
who hereby grants acquittance therefor; and for the balance of said 
purchase price, amounting to two hundred and thirty-six dollars, 
the said purchaser has furnished to the said Wm. EH. Garland, treas- 
urer, four certain promissory potes for fifty-nines dollars each, drawn 

by him to the order of himself, and by him endorsed, dated 
6671 thirty-first March, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, and pay- 

able respectively at the office of the undersigned hotary, aut 
one, two, three, and four years from date, with six per cent. per an- 
num interest from date until maturity, and eight per cent. interest 
per annum after maturity until paid, which notes were signed and 
paraphed ne variatur by the undersigned notary, to identify them 
herewith. 

And in order to secure the payment of the said four notes, with 
interests and costs, if any there be, said lots of ground are and _ re- 
main morigaged and hypothecated in favor of said City of New Or- 
leans, or any last bearer of said notes; said purchaser hereby binds 
himself not to sell, alienate, or encumber the same to the prejudice 
of this mortgage. 

From the certificate of the recorder of mortgages for this parish 
and city, bearing even date herewith and annexed to an act herein 
cited and passed this day in my office, and also from a certificate of 
the recorder of mortgages for the parish of Jefferson, also to the 
same act, it appears that there are no other mortgages standing 
against the present City of New Orleans, or any of the former cor- 
porations composing the said City of New Orleans, than the general 
judgments recorded against said City of New Orleans and corpora- 
tions, and fully deseribed in the said certificates. 

The said John L. Lewis, acting as aforesaid, does hereby bind and 
obligate the said City of New Orleans to cause said judgments to be 
erased in the shortest possible delay. 

The whole of which is hereby accepted by the said purchaser, who 
hereby discharges the undersigned notary from any liability in the 
premises, 

Done and passed in my office, at the City of New Orleans, the year, 
month, and day first above written, in presence of Lucien Pilie and 
Michel Aime, Jr., competent witnesses of lawful age and domiciliated 
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in this citv, who hereunto signed their names, together with said 
parties and me, the notary, after due reading of the foregoing. 
Approved 5rd April, 1555. 
(Signed) JOHN L. LEWIS, Mayor. 
JUSTIN V. LOUBERE, 
WAM. H. GARLAND. 
Pres. L. PILIE. 
McAMIE, Jr. 
PAUL KE. SHEARD, Not. Pub. 


A true COPY : 


[| SEAL. ] (Signed) PAUL Kk. SHEARD, Not. Pub. 
(Signed) J. LIVINGSTON, 

City Attorney. 

New Orleans, 12th April, 1855. ~~ 


G672 Act of Sale of Property by C. M. Letellier to J. V. Loubere, of 
date July 11th, 1855. Filed with Answer of A. C. G. De Mon- 
sabe rt, May 6, ISTO. 


Erats UNIS D’AMERIQUE: 
Erat DE LA Lovutstane, Ville dela Nouvelle-Orleans : 


Aujourd’hui, ce onze juillet, mil huit cent cinquante-cing, Van 
quatre vingt de Independance Americaine— 

Pardevant Paul Emile Theard, notaire public, diment com mis- 
sionne et assermenté pour cette ville et la paroisse d’Orleans, et y 
résidant, en présence des témoins cl-apres nommeés et soussignés— 

A personnellement comparu Mr. Charles Malot Letellier, demeu- 
rant en cette ville— 

Lequel a, par ces presentes, vendu, cede et transporté des main- 
tenant et a Jamas, sous toutes les garanties de droit, a Justin Vie- 
tor Loubére, demeurant aussi en cette ville,a ce présent et acceptant, 
acquereur pour lui, ses heritiers ou ayant-cause : | 

Un lot de terre, situé dans le second district de cette ville, dans 
Vilet compris entre les rues Ursulines, Oak, Sixieéme et Septiéme, 
désigné par le No. dix-huit, sur un plan fait par L. H. Pilié, vover 
le 5 mars, 1855, et depose sous le No. deux, au livres des plans en 
cette étude; le dit lot mesure, au pied Américain, trente-trois pieds 
huit pouces de face a la rue des Ursulines sur cent quinze pieds cing 
pouces et trois lignes de propondeur, sur la ligne qui le sépare du 
lot No. dix-sept, et cent trente et un pieds deux pouces sur la ligne 
qui le sépare du lot No. dix-neuf; ensemble les dépendances du dit 
lot de terre. 

Le susdit lot de terre appartient a la communanté qui existe entre 
le dit sieur Charles Marlot Lete:lier et la dite dame Zoé Lafferran- 
derie, son Cpouse, au moyen de lacquisition faite par la dite dame 
C. M. Letellier, de la ville de la Nouvelle Orléans, pendante la dite 
communanté et des fonds appartenant a la dite comminanté, suivant 
acte passé en cette étude le trois avril dernier. 
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Au moyen de ce que dessus,le vendeur met et subroge l’ac- 

6673 quereur dans tous les droits de propriété, de garantie et autres, 

que la dite communanté a et peut avoir contre tous precédents 

vendeurs et proprietaires du dit lot de terre pour par Vacquéreur qui 

sen reconnait en bonne et due possession, en jour, faire et disposer 
comme de chose lui appartenant aux termes du présent acte. 

La presente vente est faite pour et moyennant la somme de cent 
soixante piastres, en deduction, de laquelle lacquéreur a payeé et 
compté au dit Sieur C. M. Letellier, qui reconnait celle de trente- 
deux piastres; dont quittance. 

Et pour le surplus du dit prix s’elevant a la somme de cent vingt- 
huit plastres, Vacquéreur s’oblige de payer et retirer en Vacquit et a 
la décharge de la dite communanté, quatre billets de la somme de 
trente-deux piastres, souscrits par ia dite dame C. M. Letellier, a 
son propre ordre et par elle endossés sous la date du trente-un mars 
dernier, et payables dun deux, trois et quatre ans de leur date respec- 
tive, et portant intéret a raison de six pour cent. par an, a partir de 
leur date jusqu’a leur écheance et huit pour cent a partir de leur 
écheance jusqu’au paiement final; lesquels billets sont les mémes 
que ceux qui avaient été fournis par la dite dame C. M. Letellier, 
par lacte @acyuisition sus relate. 

D’aprés le certificat du conservateur des hypotheques de cette 
ville et paroisse, en date dece jour et ci-annexé pour recours, il ap- 
pert quil n’y a d’autre hypoth¢ques enrégistrée contre le susdit lot 
de terre, que celle consentie par la dite dame C. M. Letellier, en 
faveur de la ville dela Nouvelle-Orleans, par lacte @’aequisition sus- 
relaté pour sureté du paiement de la some de cent vingt-huit pias- 
tres et des interésts y stipulées, montant des quatre billet ci-dessus 
décrits, de laquelle hypothéque VPaequéreur déclare par les présentes, 
pende la reversion. 

I] est aussi constate au dit certificat que le lot de terre présente- 
ment vendu, est encore sujet a une certain quantité dhypothéques 
générales résultant de jugements obtenus contre la ville de la Nou- 
velle-Orléans, mais le dit sieur C. M. Letellier déclare que par lacte 
(acquisition sus relaté, la ville de la Nouvelle-Orléans a pris lobli- 
gation de faire lever les dites hypothéques, et que conformement a 
la dite obligation la plus grande partie des dites hypothéques gén- 
érales a déja éte levée ainsi qu il est constaté au dit certifieat; de 
laquelle déciaration Pacquéreur se recounait content et satisfait 

kt de suite du consentement du dit Sieur Charles Malot 
6674 Letellier aux presentes est intervenue et a personnellement 
comparu Dame Zoe Lalferranderie, son é@pouse majure, la- 
quelle étant hors de la présence et de Vinfluence de son dit époux, 
et a prés avoir pris connoissance de laecte précéde, que lui a lu 
expliqué le no‘taire soussigné, a déclaré, Vapprouver et le ratifier en 
tout son contenu, comme lui e’'tant agréable et ayant eu outre dé- 
claré au dit notaire, qu'elle était dans Vintention de renoneer aux 
hypothéques, priviléges et autres droits quelle a ou pourrait avoir 
sur le susdit lot de terre, le dit notairre la informée que d’aprés 
les lois de cet Etat, la femme a une hypothéque tacite sur les biens 
immenbles de son mari. 1°. Pour restitution de son dot, ou pour 
* 
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le remploi des biens dotaux qu'elle a apportes lors de son mariage, 
et ce, & compter du jour de le célébration du dit mariage. 2°. Pour 
la restitution ou pour le remploi des biens dotaux qu'elle aurait 
acquis durant le mariage, soit par succession, soit par donation, et 
ce, du jour ou la succession s'est ouverte en sa faveur, ou du jour 
que la donation a eu son effet. 3°. Pour Vindemnite des dettes 
quelle aurait contractées avec son mari ainsi que pour le remploi 
de ses biens propres aliénés du jour de l’obligation ou de la vente. 
4°. Et pour surété des obligations imposées au mari, dans la case 
od il aurait joui des biens parahernaux de sa femme, ou pour le 
remboursment de leur prix, dans la case of ils auraient été alienes 
par la femme, avee son autorisation, et qu’il en aurait regu le prix, 
ou en aurait profite. : 

Et la dite dame intervenante, toujours de la presence de son dit 
Gpoux, se reconnaissaant parfaitment instruite des droits que la loi 
lui accorde sur les biens de son ¢poux, a dit et déclaré qu'elle per- 
siste néanmoins dans Vintention qu’elle a ci-dessus manifestée et 
que de son plein gré ct de sa libre volonte, elle renonce formelle- 
ment par les présentes, tant pour elle, que pour ses heritiers et ayans- 
cause, en faveur du sieur acquéreur, ses héretiers et ayans-cause, a 
tous droits matrimoniaux, dotaux, paraphernaux ect autres qu'elle 
aet pourrait avoir sur le dit lot. 

Et quelle céde et transporte au dit sieur acqyéreur tous les sus- 
dits droits et autres de quelque nature quils solent Vautorisant a 
sen prévaloir tant en justice que hors, envers et contre qui de 

droit. 
6675 Et la dite dame Charles Malot Letellier étant actuellement 
assistée et autoris¢e de son dit époux, a déclaré, apres que 
lecture lui a été do donnée de l’acte de ratification, et de renonciation 
aux droits, qui précede, quelle corfirmait et ratifiait le tout comme 
la libre expression de sil volonte. 

Le tout accepté par le dit sieur acquéreur. | 

Dont acte. Fait et passé ala Nouvelle Orléans, les jour, mois et an 
susdits, en presénee de Messieurs. Lucien Pilié et Ferdinand Perey, 
Jr., temoins competents, domiciliés en cette ville, qui ont signé avec 
les comparans et le notaire apres lecture. 


(Signé) JUSTIN V. LOUBERE. 
LOK LAFFERRANDERIE 
C.M. LE'PELLIER. 
FERDINAND PERCY, Jr. 


L. PILIE, er . 
PAUL KE. THEARD, Not. Pub. 


Pour copie conforme a orignal. Nouvelle Orleans, le 13 julliet, 
1855. 
[SCEAU. ] (Signé) PAUL E. THEARD, 
Not. Pub. 
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Translation of the koregoing Aet. 


~ Unrrep States or AMERICA, 


State of Louisiana, City of New Orleans: 


On this day, July eleventh, one thousand eight hundred and fifty- 
five,and the eightieth year of the Independence of the United States 
of America, before me, Paul Emile Théard, notary public, duly com- 
missioned and sworn for the parish of Orleans and City of New Or- 
leans, therein residing, and in presence of the witnesses hereinafter 
named and undersigned, personally appeared Mr. Charles Malot 
Letellier, residing in this city, who has, by these presents, sold, ceded, 
and transferred, now [and] forever, with all warranty of rights, to 
Justin Victor Loubere, residing also in this city, herein present and 
accepting, purchasing for him, lis heirs, and assigns, a lot of ground 
situated in the second district of this city, in the square bounded by 
Ursulines, Oak, Sixth, and Seventh streets, designated by number 
eighteen on a plan drawn by L. H. Pilié, surveyor, Mareh oth, 1855, 
and deposited under No. two in the book of plans in this office, said 
lot measuring, American measure, thirty-three feet eight inches front 
on Ursuline street, one hundred and fifteen feet five inches and three 

lines in depth on the line separating it from No. seventeen, 
6676 and one hundred and thirty-one feet two inches on the line 

separating it from lot No. nineteen, together with all depend- 
ences of said lot of ground. 

The said lot of ground belongs to the community which existed 
between the said Mr. Charles Malot Letellier and the said Mrs. Zoé 
Lafferanderie, his wife, by reason of the purchase made by the said 
Mrs. C. M. Letellier, from the City of New Orleans, during said com- 
munity, and with funds belonging to said community, according te 
an act passed in this office the third of April last. | 

By means hereof the vendor puts and subrogates the purchaser to 
all the rights of property, warranty, and others that the said com- 
munity has or may have against all preceeding vendors and owners 
of said lot of ground, the purchaser recognizing himself in full pos- 
session, enjoying and disposing of the things belonging to him ac- 
cording to the terms of the present act. 

The present sale is made for and in consideration of the sum of 
one hundred and sixty dollars, on account whereof the purchaser 
has paid to said Mr. C. M. Letellier, who acknowledges it, the sum 
of thirty-two dollars by receipt hereof. 

And for the surplus of said price, amounting to the sum of one 
hundred and twenty-eight dollars, the purchaser binds himself to 
pay, for the benefit of the community, four notes for the sum of 
thirty-two dollars each, subseribed by the said Mrs. C. M. Letellier 
to her own order, and by her endorsed, and dated the thirty-first of 
March last and payable, respectively, at one, two, three, and four 
vears, and bearing interest at the rate of six per cent. per annum 
from date until maturity, and eight per cent. from their maturity 
until final payment, the said notes being the same furnished by the 
said Mrs. C. M. Letellier in the act of purchase above mentioned. 

It appears by the certificate of the register of mortgages of this city 
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and parish, dated this day, and hereto annexed, that there is no 
other mortgage registered against the said lot of ground than the one 

granted by the said Mrs. C. M. Letellier in favor of the 
6677 City of New Orleans,in the act of purchase above mentioned, 

for the surety of the payment of the sum of one hundred and 
twenty-eight dollars and interest herein stipulated, amount of the 
four notes above described, which mortgage the purchaser declares, 
by the presents, reversible to himself. 

It is also made to appear in the said certificate that the lot of 
ground actually sold is still subject to a certain quantity of general 
mortgages, resulting from judgments obtained against the City of 
New Orleans, but the said Mr. C. M. Letellier declares ,that by the 
act of purchase above mentioned the City of New Orleans has con- 
tracted the obligation to erase the said mortgages, and that in con- 
formity with said obligation the greatest partof said general mortgages 
has already been erased, as it appears by said certificate, of which 
declaration the purchaser is satisfied. 

And thereupon, with the consent of said Mr. Charles Malot Letel- 
lier, at these presents intervened and personally appeared Mrs. Zoé 
Lafferranderie, his wife, of lawful age, who, being out of the presence 
and influence of her said husband, and after a full cognizance taken 
of the foregoing, and a verbal explanation to her given by me, no- 
tary undersigned, declares to approve and ratify the said act in its 
entirety, and declares besides to said notary that she intended to re- 
nounce to all mortgages, privileges, and other rights she has or might 
have on the said lot of ground. 

The said notary then informed her that, by the laws of this State 
the wife has a tacit mortgage on the immovables of her husband: 
Ist. For the restitution of her dowry and the reinvestment of the 
dotal property brought by her in marriage. 2d. For the restitution 
or reinvestment of the dotal property by her acquired during the 
marriage, by succession or donation, reckoning from the-day the 
succession Was opened in her favor or such donation took effect. 3d. 
For the indemnity of debts contracted with her husband and the re- 
investment of her property alicnated from the day of the obligation 

or of the sale. 4th. And for the surety of the obligations im- 
6675 posed upon the husband in case he should have enjoyed the 

paraphernal property of his wife, or for the reimbursement of 
the price of the property alienated by her with his authorization, if 
her husband has received said price or has otherwise disposed of said 
property for his individual interest. | 

And the said mistress intervening and appearer, always out of the 
presence of her said husband, well informed of the nature of the 
rights the law grants to the wife on the property of her husband, 
savs and declares to persist in her intention as above stated, and of 
her own accord and free will renounces formally by these presents 
for her, her heirs and assigns, in favor of said purchaser, to all matri- 
monial, dotal, paraphernal, and other rights she has or might have 
on the siid lot. 3 

And she cedes and conveys to said purchaser all the said rights 
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and others, of whatever nature they may be, authorizing him to 
avail himself of these rights, judicially or otherwise. 

And the said Mrs. Charles Malot Letellier, being actually assisted 
and authorized by her said: husband, declares, after due reading of 
the preceding act of ratification and of renunciation of rights, that 
she confirms and ratifies the same as the expression of her own free 
will. 

The whole accepted by the said purchaser. 

Thus done and passed at the City of New Orleans the day and 
vear aforesaid, in the presence of Messrs. Lucien PiliGand Ferdinand 
Percy, Jr., competent witnesses, domiciliated in this city, who have 
signed with the appearers and the notary after due reading thereof. 

(Signed) JUSTIN V. LOUBERE. 
ZOK LARFFERRANDERTE. 
C. M. LE'TELLIER. 
FERDINAND PEBCY, Jr. 
L. PILIE. 
PAUL E. THEARD, Not. Pub. 


A true copy. 
New Orleans, July 15, 1855. 
(Signed) PAUL E. THEARD, Not. Pub. 


6679 Act of Sale of Property by J. V. Loubere to A. C. G. De 
Monsabert, of date March 19, 1864. Filed with Answer of 
A. C. G. De Monsabert, May 6, 1870. | 


Erat pE LA LOUISIANE, 
Ville de la Nouvelle Orléans: 

Aujourd’huicedix-neuf mars, mil-huit cent soixant-sept, pardevant 
Selim Magner, notaire public, dQment commissioné pour cette ville et 
la paroisse d’Orléans, y résidant, et en présence des temoins ci-apreés 
nommés et soussignés, a personnellement comparu Mr. Justin Vie- 
tor Loubére, demeurant en cette ville, lequel a déclaré, qu’en con- 
firmation de la vente publique qu'il a fait faire le sept courant par 
Mr. Gabriel DeFeériet encanteur en cette ville, dont proces-verbal 
est ci-annexé, il vendu, céde et transporté par les présentes des main- 
tenant et a toujours sous toutes les garanties de droit et avec substi- 
tution et subrogation a tous ses droits et actions en garantié, contre 
tous précédens vendeurs ou proprietaires, & Mr. Anne Charles Ga- 
briel De Monsabert, demeurant aussi en cette ville, a ce présent et 
acceptant, acquereur, pour lui, ses héretiers et ayant-cause: Trois lots 
de terre, situés dans le second district de cette ville, dans Vilet com- 
pris entre les rues Ursulines, Oak, Sixieme et Septieme, designés par 
les Nos. seize, dix-sept, et dix-huit, suivant plan fait par Ls. HL. Pilié, 
voyer de la ville le 5 mars, 1855, déposé en etude de P. E. Théard, 
sous le No. 2 au livres des pians. Le lot No. seize mesure an pied 
Americain trente-trois pieds luit pouces de face a la rue des Ursu- 
lines, cent soixante-quatre pieds quatre pouces sept lignes de pro- 
fondeur sur la lignes des lots Nos. un, deux, et dix-sept, et cent 
quarante-huit pieds huit pouces et seux lignes sur la ligne du lot 
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No. quinze; let lot No. dix-sept mesure trente-trois pieds huit pouces 
i la rue des Ursulines, trente-deux pieds quatre pouces de large sur 
la ligne du fond, quatre-vingt dix-neuf pieds huit pouces et sept 
lignes de profondeur sur la ligne du lot No. seize, et cent quinze 
pieds cing pouces, et trois lignes sur la ligne du lot No. dix-huit; et 
le dit lot No. dix-huit, mesure trente-trois pieds huit pouces de 
face i la rue des Ursolines, cent quinze pize cing pouces et trois 

lignes de profondeur sur la ligne du lot No. dix-sept, et cent 
G680 trente et un pieds deux pouces sur la ligne du lot No. dix- 

neuf: Ensembles toutes les oftisses et ameliorations qui se 
trouvent sur les dits terrains, et tous les droits, privileges et servi- 
tudes qui en dependent, sans aucune exception ne réserve. 

Les lots Nos. seize et dix-sept appartiennent au dit sieur Loubére 
au moyen de Pachat qu’ il en a fait de la ville de la’ Nouvellé Or- 
leans, par acte au rapport du dit P. EE. Theard alors notaire en cette 
ville, en date du avril, 1855. Et de lot No. dix-huit au moyen de 
achat qu’ il en a fait de Mr. Charles M. Letellier, par acte au rap- 
porte du méme notaire, en date du onze juillet, 1855, 

Pour par le dit sieur acquérer, qui se reconnait en possession des 
dits terrains et appartenances en jouir, faire et disposer comme de 
chose lui appartenant aux termes du présent acte. 

(‘cette vente est faite pour et moyennant la somme de trois mille 
trois cents piastres, appert le procés-verval de Pencanteur ci-annexé, 
en déduction de laquelle somme Vaequéreur a pavé et compté au dit 
Sieur Loubere, qui le recounait celle de onze cents piastres; dont quit- 
tance. Et pour la balance du pris de la presente vente, s’ Glevanta 
deux mille deux cents piastres, Vacquéreur a souscrit a son propre 
ordre et par Jui endosses, deux billets de le somme de onze cents 
piastres chaque, datés du sept courant, jour de la dite vente pub- 
lique, payables respectivement a un et deux ans, domicilies a la 
banque du Canal en cette ville, portant intéret a huit pour cent par 
an de leur date jusqu’a paiement entier; lesquels billets ont eté 
paraphes ne variatur par le notaire soussigné, et fremis au dit Sieur 
Loubere, quile reconnait. Et afin de garantir et assurer le paiements 
des dits billets, intéréts, &e., la propriéteé et terrains présentement 
vendus sont et demeureront specialement affeetés et hypothéqués, 
avec privilege de vendeur, en faveur du dit sieur Loubére et de tous 
futurs parteurs des dits billets, Vacquéreur s’engageant a ne point 
aliéner ni hypothéquer les dits terrains au détriment de Vhypothéque 
cl-retenue. 

Et pour plus ample garantie du paiements des dits billets, Vaequé- 
reur s’oblige a faire assurer les batisses qui se trouvent sur les dits 
terrains et a les tenirassurées jusquau paiement des dits billets, et a 

transférer la police @assurance au dit Sieur Loubére au tout 
GOSL autre parteur des billet. 
et en cas de poursuites judiciares pour recouvrir le montant 
des dits billetsou dun seul d’entre eux, Pacquéreur sera responsable 
des honoraires de Payocat employé pour faire telle poursuite, lesquels 
honoraires sont ici fixés 4 cing pour cent sur le montant réclamé. 

Suivant le certificat du bureau des lhypothéques, ci-annexé, i appert 

quiln’y a d’autre hypotheque au nom dudit sieur Loubére sur la dite 
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propriété, que celle générale en faveur de Dame Pauline Bellanger, 
son épouse, résultant de leur contrat de mariage au rapport de Jean 
Agaisse, alors notaire,en date due 15 aotit, 1855. , 

Le dit sieur Loubére a produit au notaire soussigne les recus de 
taxes requis par la loi, y compris celles de 1865, et il s’engage 4 payer 
‘celles de 1866 aussitét que faire se pourra. Déelare le dit sieur Lou- 
bére qu’il n'est ne tuteur ni curateur. Les timbres du revenu interne 
des Etats Unis se montant a trois piastres cinquante cents y sont ap- 

MOSES, 

Et de suite, du consentement du dit sieur Loubére aux présentes est 
intervenue et A personellement comparu la dite Dame Pauline Bel- 
langer son épouse laquelle étant hors de la présence et de influence 
de son dit époux, et aprés avoir pris connaissance de lacte précede, 
que luialu et explique le notaire soussigné, et ce,avant de recevoir sa 
signature a declaré,approuver et ratifier le dit acte, en tout son con- 
tenu, comme lui ¢tant agreable, et ayant eu outre déclaré au dit no- 
taire qu’elle était dans lintention de renoncer aux hypotheques, priv- 
iléges et autres droits qu’elle a ou pourrait avoir sur limmeuble 
vendu par le present acte, le dit notaire la informée que, apres les 
lois de cet etat, la fer;me aun hypotheéeque tacite sur les biens immeu- 
bles de son mari: 

1°. Pour la restitution de sa dot, ou pour le remploi des biens dot- 
aux quelle a apportés lors de son mariage, et qui auraient été aliénés 
par son mari, et cea compter du jour de la celebration du dit mar- 
lage ; 

2°. Pour la restitution ou pour le remploi des biens dotaux qu'elle 
aurait acquis durant son mariage, soit par suecession, soit par dona- 
tion, et ce, du jour of la succession s'est ouverte en sa faveur, ou du 
jour que la donation a en son effet ; 

3°. Pour lindemnité des dettes qu’elle aurait contractGes avec son 

mari, ainsi que pour le remploi de ses biens propres aliénés, 
6682 du jour de Vobligation ou de la vente. 
4°. Et pour sdreté des obligations imposées au mari, dans le 
cas ott il aurait joui des biens paraphernaux de sa femme, ou pour 
le remboursement de leur prix, dans le cas ou il auraient été aliéenés 
par la femme,avee son autorisation, et quil en aurait regu le prix ou 
en aurait autrement profite. 

Et la dite Dame Loubere intervenant toujours hors de la présence 
de dit époux, se reconnaissant parfaitement instruite des droits que 
la loi lui accorde sur les biens de son époux, a dit et déclaré qu'elle 
persiste neanmoins dans lintention qu’elle a ci-dessus manifestée, et 
que de son plein gré et de sa libre volonté, elle renonce formellement 
par les présentes, tant pour elle que pour ses héritiers et avans cause, 
en faveur du dit sieur Monsabert, ses heritiers et avans cause, d tout 
les droits matrimoniaux, dotaux, paraphernaux et autres qu'elle a 
et pourrait avoir sur la dite propriété. 

I quelle céde et transporte au dit sieur acquéreur tous les susdits 
droits et autres, de quelque nature quwils soient, Vautorisant a s’en 
prevaloir tant en justice que hors, envers et contre qui de droit. 

Et la dite Dame Loubére Gtant actuellement assistée et autorisée 
de son dit ¢poux a déclaré, apres que lecture lui a été donnée de 
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Vacte de ratification, et de renonciation aux droits, qui précéde, 
quelle confirmait et ratifiait le tout, comme la libre expression de sa 
volonte. 

Le tout accepté par le dit sicur Monsabert. 

Dont acte. Fait et passe ala Nouvelle-Orléans, les jours, mots, et an 
susdits, en présence de Messieurs Edward G. Gottschalk, James 
Fahey, temoins compétents, domiciliés en cette ville, qui ont signé 
avec les comparants et le notaire, aprés lecture faite. 

(Signe) JUSTIN Y. LOUBERE. 
PAULINE LOUBERE. 
CIVUS DE MONSABER’ 
C. G. GOTTSCHALK. 
JAS. FAHEY. : 
S. MAGNER, 
Not. Pub. 


‘ 
4 


eT. 


Pour copie conforme. 
Nouvelle-Orléans, le 18 avril, 1867. 
[scav.] (Sigué) S. MAGNER, ( Cing sous ) 
: Not. Pub. \ timbres. J 


6683 Translation of the Foregoing Aet. 
STATE OF LouIsIANA, City of New Orleans: 


On this day, March nineteenth, one thousand eight hundred and 
sixty-seven, before me, Selim Magner, notary public, duly commis- 
sioned and sworn, for the parish of Orleans and City of New Orleans, 
therein residing, and in presence of the witnesses hereinafter named 
and undersigned, personally appeared Mr. Justin Victor Loubére, 
residing in this city, who declares that in confirmation of the public 
sale made for his own account on the seven instant by Mr. Gabriel 
de Feriet, auctioneer, in this city, process-verbal of whichis hereto 
annexed, he sells, cedes, and conveys by these presents, now and 
forever, with all the guarantees of right, and with substitution and 
subrogation to all his rights and actions in warranty against all pre- 
ceding vendors and owners, to Mr. Aime Charles Gabriel de Mons- 
abert, residing also in this city, present and accepting purchaser, for 
himself, his heirs, and assigns, three lots of ground situated in the 
second district of this city, in the square bounded by Ursulines, Oak, 
Sixth, and Seventh streets, designated by numbers sixteen, seven- 
teen, and eighteen, as per plan of L. H Pilié, surveyor of the city, 
March 5th, 1855, and deposited in the office of P. E. Théard, under 
No. 2 book of plans. The lot sixteen measures, American measure, 
thirty-three feet eight inches front on Ursulines street, one hundred 
and sixty-four feet four inches seven lines in,depth on the lines of 
lots Nos. one, two, and seventeen, and one hundred and forty-eight 
feet eleht inches and two lines on the line of lot number fifteen. 
The lot number seventeen measures thirty-three feet eight inches on 
Ursulines street, thirty-two feet four inches wide on the rear line, 
ninety-nine feet eight inches and seven lines in depth on the line of 
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lot number sixteen, and one hundred and fifteen feet five 
6684 inches and three lines on the line of lot number eighteen. 

And the lot number eighteen measures thirty-three feet eight 
inches front on Ursulines street, one hundred and fifteen feet five 
inches and three lines deep on the line of lot number seventeen, and 
one hundred and thirty-one feet two inches on the line of lot num- 
ber nineteen, together with all the buildings and improvements on 
the said lots, and all the rights, titles, privileges, and servitudes 
hereto attached, without exception or reservation. 

The lots number sixteen and seventeen belong to said Mr. Loubére, 
in virtue of the purchase made from the City of New Orleans, as per 
act of said P. EK. Théard, then notary in this city, dated April third, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five, and the lot number eighteen by 
reason of the purchase made from Mr. Charles M. Letellier, as per 
act of same notary, dated July eleventh, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
five, the said purchaser acknowledging himself in possession of said 
lots and appurtenances, to enjoy and dispose of them as his prop- 
erty, according to the terms of the present act. 

This sale is made for and in consideration of three thousand three 
hundred dollars, as appears by the process-verbal of the auctioneer, 
hereto annexed, on account whereof the purchaser paid to said Mr. 
Loubére, who acknowledges it, the sum of eleven hundred dollars, 
acquittance herein, and for the balance of the price of the present sale, 
amounting to two thousand two hundred dollars, the purchaser has 
subscribed to his own order,and by him endorsed, two notes of the sum 
of eleven hundred dollars each, dated the seventh instant, the day of 
the public sale, payable, respectively, at one and two years, deposited 
in the Canal Bank in this city, and bearing interest at the rate of 
eight per cent. per annum from date until final payment, which 
sald notes are paraphed ne varietur by the notary undersigned, and 

placed in the hands of said Mr. Loubere, who acknowledges it. 
GOSS And in order to guarantee and assure the payment of said 

notes, interest, &ec., the property and lots presently sold are 
and will remain specially mortgaged, with privilege of the vendor 
in favor of said Mr. Loubere and all future holders of said notes, the 
purchaser binding himself not to alienate or mortgage the said lots 
to the detriment of the mortgage herein granted. 

And for the greater security of the payment of said notes the 
purchaser binds himself to insure the buildings on the said lots of 
ground, and to keep them insured until the payment of the said 
notes, and to transfer the policy of insurance to said Mr. Loubeére or 
any other holder of these notes. 

And in case of judiciary proceedings for the recovery of the 
amount of said notes, or one of them, the purchaser will be held 
responsible for the fee of the attorney employed in the suit, which 
fee will be of five per cent. on the amount of the claim. 

According to the certificate of the register of mortgages hereto 
annexed, it appears there is no other mortgage in the name of said 
Mr. Loubere on said property than the general one in favor of Mrs. 
Pauline Bellanger, his wife, resulting from their contract of mar- 
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riage, as per act of Jean Agassie, then notary, dated August thir- 


teen, 1855. 
The said Mr. Loubere has exhibited to the undersigned notary 


the receipts of taxes required by law, herein included the tax of 


1865, and he binds himself to pay the taxes of 1866 as soon as pos- 
sible. 

The said Loubére declares he is neither tutor nor curator. 

The stamps of internal revenue of United States, amounting to 
three dollars and fifty cents, are affixed herein. 

And thereupon, with the consent of said Mr. Loubére at the pres- 
ents intervened and appeared, the said Mrs. Pauline Bellanger, his 
wife, who, being cut of the presence and influence of, her said hus- 
band, and after a full cognizance of the foregoing and a verbal ex- 
planation to her given by me, notary undersigned, and this, before 
affixing her signature, declares to approve and ratify the said act in 

all it contains as being agreeable to her, and declares besides 
6686 to said notary that she intends to renounce to all mortgages, 

privileges, and other rights she has or might have on the 
properly sold by the present act. 

The said notary then informed her that by the laws of this State 
the wife has a tacit mortgage on the immovables of her husband : 
Ist. For the restitution of her dowry and the reinvestment of the 
dotal property brought by her in marriage and sold by her hus- 
band, reckoning from the celebration of the marriage. 2d. For the 
restitution or reinvestment of dotal property by her acquired during 
the marriage, by succession or donation, reckoning from the day the 
succession was opened in her favor or such donation took effect. 
od. For the indemnity of debts contracted with her husband and 
the reinvestment of her property alienated from the day of the ob- 
ligation or of the sale. 4th. And for the surety of the obligations 
imposed upon the husband, in case he should have enjoyed the 
paraphernal property of his wife, or for the reimbursement of the 
price of the property alienated by her with his authorization, if her 
husband has received said price or otherwise disposed of said prop- 
erty for his individual interest. And the said Mrs. Loubere, inter- 
vening always out of the presence of hes said husband, well-in- 
formed of the nature of the rights the law grants to the wife on the 
property of her husband, declares to persist in her intention as 
above stated, and of her own accord and free will renounces for- 
mally by these presents, for herself, her heirs, and assigns, in favor 
of said Mr. Monsabert, his heirs and assigns, to all matrimonial, 
dotal, paraphernal, and other rights she has or might have on the 
said property. And she cedes and conveys to said purchaser all the 
said rights, and others of whatever nature they may be, authorizing 
him to avail himself of these rights judicially or otherwise. 

And the said Mrs. Loubere, being actually assisted and author- 
ized by her said husband, declared, after due reading of the fore- 
going act of ratification and renunciation of rights, that she confirms 
and ratifies the same as the expression of her own free will. 

The whole aceepted by the said Mr. Monsabert. Thus done and 
passed at the City of New Orleans, the day, month, and year afore- 
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said, in presence vel Messrs. Edward Gottschalk and James Fahey, 
competent witnesses, domiciliated in this city, who have signed 
with the appearer and me, notary, after reading thereo of. 
(Signed) JUSTIN V. LOUBERE. 
PAULINE LOUBERE. 
CHARLES DE MONSABERT. 
i. G. GOTTSCHALK. 
“ JAS. FAHEY. 
S. MAGNER, Not. Lub. 
A true copy. 
New Orleans, April 8, 1867. 
MAGNER, Not. Pub. 


6687  Demurrer of John and James C. Davidson. Filed May 7th, 
1S7U. 


United States Circuit Court. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
UCTSUS . No. GOSS. 
P. F. Acnenny et als. } 


The demurrer of John and James €. Davidson, of the defendants, to 
the bill of complaint of Myra Clark Gaines, complainant. 


These defendants by protestation not confessing or acknowleig- 
ing all or any of the matters and things in the complainant’s bill 
contained to be true, do demur to the said bill, and for cause of de- 
murrer show: That there is now pending between these defendants 
and the said complainant a suit in the second district court for the 
parish of Orleans, entitled “Joseph Fuentes et al. vs. Myra Clark 
Gaines,” No. 32979 of the docket thereof, in which these defendants 
are intervenors and in which the said Joseph Fuentes and others 
and these defendants contest the sole basis of said bill of complaint 
of said Myra Clark Gaines, to wit, the existence of the pretended 
lost will of Daniel Clark, and pray for a revocation of said pretended 
will of July 13th, 1813, and for the reversal of the decree of probate 
thereof as absolutely null and void and of no effect in law, and that 
of said matters and contest the said second district court for the peur 
ish of Orleans has exclusive jurisdiction. 

Wherefore these defendants do demur thereto, and they pray the 
judgment of this honorable court whether they or either of them 
shall be compelled to make and further or other answer to the said 
bill, and they humbly pray to be hence dismissed, with their reason- 
able costs in this behalf sustained. 

(Signed) JAMES D. HILL, 
Atty for Def’ts. 
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Motion and Order for Discontinuance of Suit as to Jean Bonnot. En- 
tered and Filed May 10th, ISTO. 


, U.S. Cireuit Court. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
rs. . No. GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef al. J 


GOSS On motion of Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines, complainant herein, 
it is ordered that this suit be discontinued against Jean Bon- 
not, or John Bonnot, and against Mrs. Josephine Coralie Cabirae, 
wife of said Jean Bonnot, as to the one-half of a certain lot or tract 
of land fronting on the Bayou St. John, right bank, near the toll- 
gate, third distriet, in this parish, designated by the No. ten, on 
plan No. 83, in the office of Selim Magner, notary public, being the 
halt adjoining lot No. 9 on said plan, and which the said Mrs. Bon- 
not acquired from the succession of Mrs. Laurent Millandon, by act 
before said S. Magner, notary, dated 27th Dee., 1864. 
May 10th, 1570. 
(Signed) MYRA CLARK GAINES. 


Answer of W. BR. Stuart, individually and as Agent of J. R. Powell. 
Filed May Ath, 1870. 


United States Cireuit Court. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
Us, a No. (i S55. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. J 


W. R. Stuart now comes into court and for answer to the bill of 
complaint filed against him by Myra Clark Gaines, the plaintiff, 
Says: . 

That he does not possess any property subject to the claim of 
plaintiff, and situated or making part of the several! traets of land 
described in her petition, but further’ answering, he says that he is 
the agent of Jesse R. Powell, who possess- some lots in the square 
bounded by Dorgenois, Broad, Barracks, and Hospital streets, pur- 
chased by said Powell from John B. Cooper, by act passed before P. O. 
Stark, not. pub., dated the 12th July, 1867, and, the same make part of 
lots sold by Daniel Clark by different acts which are recapitulated in 
an act he executed on the 22nd May, IS11, before P. Pedesclaux, 
not. pub., this last sale being a transfer and sale made by said Daniel 
Clark to Jean Watkins of the ground rents he had retained at the time 
of selling the property described in said act, and the said Mistress 
Gaines having discovered that your respondent had been cited 

In this case through error, has by ‘act executed before 
6689 A. Darocourt, not. pub.,on the 12th Mav, 1870, acknowledged 
the validity of the sales sO) made by her father, Daniel Clark, 
of the lots referred to in the act executed before P. Pedesclaux on 
sald 22nd May, IS11, and authorized vour respondent to discontinue 
the suit pending against him a- J. R. Powell, so far as the said lots so 
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sold by Daniel Clark are concerned, and for answer to the interrog- 
atories propounded to him as agent aforesaid, he declares that he 
does not know what property D. Clark possessed at the time of his 
death; that he does not possess any property upon which, to his 
knowledge, the plaintiff has any right as the heir of Daniel Clark, 
and to his recollection never owned or disposed: of property claimed 

r by her in her bill in chancery. And he prays that said snit be dis- 
continued far as he is concerned, and he prays for general relief. 

+ (Signed) WM. R. STUART. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me May 14th, 1870. 
' (Signed) r. B. VINOT, 
A Dy Clerk 


Motion and Order of Discontinuance of Suit against Wo. PR. Stuart. 
Entered and Filed May 16, 1870. 


| United States Cireuit Court. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
VS, r No. (4 ISD. 
PF. AGNELLY ed als. \ 


On motion of J. Duvigneaud, attorney-at-law, acting for William 

R. Stuart, one of the defendants in said ease, and upon his filing 

herewith an act executed before Ant. Doriocourt, N. P. in this city, 

t on the 12th May, 1870, by which Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines acknowl- 
edged that it is through error that said suit was instituted, so far as 
the present mover is concerned, and that by said act the said mover 

is authorized to discoutinue the said suit, so far as he is concerned. 
; It is ordered by the court that such discontinuance be, and the same 


is hereby, granted, and the above-entitled suit is discontinued so far 
as W. R. Stuart is concerned. 
{ se *,* . . ° . . -~ fee 

6690 Ratification and Acknowledgment of Validity of Title by Myra 
Clark Gaines WD Favor of de NN R. Powe /]. Annered lo Motion 
i and Order of Discontinuance as to W. R. Stuart. Filed May 16, 
\ LS70. 
' ’ 
Sratre OF LOUISIANA, 
Parish of Orleans, City of New Orleans: 
Before me, Antoine Doriocourt, a notary public duly commissioned 


and sworn for the parish and City of New Orleans, State of Louisi- 
ana, and in presence of the undersigned witnesses, came and appeared 
Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines, of the State of N. York, who declares: That 


I she approves, ratifies, and confirms the title of Jesse R. Powell, of 
Ms Madison County, State of Mississippi, here represe by Wm. R 
Madison County, State of Mississippi, here represented by Wm. R. 
1 Stuart, so far as the same concerns the property sold by her father, 
Ir the late Daniel Clark, to wit, the lots four, five, and eight, in sq. No. 
A 3, sold by said D. Clark to Louis Lesuene, by act passed before P. 

Pedesclaux, notary, the 15 June, 1809; lots three, seven, nine, ten, 


eleven, twelve, thirteen, fourteen, fifteen, sixteen, seventeen, cighteen, 
nineteen, twenty, sold to Aime Pignegny by act of 12 Oct., 1811, 
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before the same notary; lot No. 6, in the same square, sold by D. 
Clark to Jean Canon by act passed before the same notary, on the 
10 July, 1810; lots one and twenty-one, in same square; No. 3, sold 
by D. Clark the 16 June, 1809, by act passed before the same hotary ; 
the lots one and two, of square No. two, by act passed before the same 
notary the 19th June, 1809; lot sold to Chas. Donacrén, measuring 
sixty feet on Duverger street by one hundred and twenty feet on 
Broad, sold to him by LD. Clark by act passed before the same notary 
the 29th July, 1809; lots Nos. three and four, in same square, two, 
sold by D. Clark to Catherine Amelot by act passed before the same 
notary, the Srd August, 1809; lot number —, in same square, sold 
by D. Clark to Louis Lavergne by act passed before the same notary 
the 7th August, 1809; the balance of said square No. two was sold 
by Daniel Clark to Jean Watkins by act passed before the same 
notary on the 22nd May, 1S11. 
That the several sales above referred to were made to said 
6691 parties subject to ground rents, which were afterwards sold 
to Jean Watkins by Daniel Clark by the act above referred 
to of 22nd May, IS11, part of which lots are now owned and_ pos- 
sessed by the said Powell by virtue of an act of purchase executed 
before 'T. O. Stark, a notary public, in this city, on the 12th July, 
1867, the same being described in said act as eighteen lots of ground, 
designated by the numbers one to fourteen, inelusive, and thirty- 
three, thirty-four, thirty-five, and thirty-six of square bounded by 
Dorgenois, Broad, Hospital, and Barracks streets, as per plan of 
Surgi, dated 350th October, 1858, deposited in the office of L. T. Carie, 
not. pub., under No. 15 of book of plans No. 4; the admeasurement 
of which lots are more fully set down in said act of 12th July, 1867. 
That considering that her father has divested himself of all right of 
ownership as regards the lots described in the several acts executed 
before P. Pedesclaux, notary public, which aets are also above re- 
ferred to, she does by these presents acknowledge the validity of the 
same, and hereby discontinues the suit she instituted against said 
Wilham R. Stuart, claiming said lots incase No. 6085, and authorizes 
said Stuart in his own name, as well as the agent of Jesse R. Powell, to 
discontinue said suit so far as the same has for its object to claim the 
lots owned by either of them, and which make part of the several 
lots sold by her father to the parties herebefore named, and to John 
Wakins by the several acts executed before the notary, P. Pedes- 
claux, and above referred to. 

The whole is accepted by W. R. Stuart for him and Jesse R. 
Powell, of whom he is the agent. 

Thus done and passed at the city of New Orleans, in my office, on 
this twelfth day of May, one thousand eight hundred and seventy, 
in presence of Andre D. Doriocourtand André Doriocourt, Jr., com- 
petent witnesses, who have signed with the parties and me, notary, 
after reading. 

(Signed) MYRA CLARK GAINES. 
WM. R.STUART. 
ANDRE D. DORIOCOURT. 
ANDRE DORIOCOURT, Jr. 
ANT. DORIOCOURT, Not. Pub. 
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I certify the foregoing to be a true copy of the original, which is 
duly stamped. 
The name of Wm. R. Stuart, overcharged, app'd. 
(SEAL. ] (Signed) ANT. DORIOCOURT, 
Not. Pub. 


[5-cent internal revenue stamp. ] 
6692 Answer of J. B. Chauvin. Filed May 16th, 1870. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. - No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. | 


To the honorable the judges of the United States circuit court of the 
United States of America : 


Jean Baptiste Chauvin, who has been served with a subpeena in 
chancery in the complaint of Myra Clark Gaines in the suit in 
chancery under the above title, for answer to said bill says: That 
at the time said bill was served upon him under the name of C. 
Chauvin he was and still is the bona fide, true, and lawful owner of 
the following property, to wit, a lot of ground in ‘Faubourg Trémeé 
of this city in square No. 14, and designated as No. 4, bounded by 
Dumaine, St. Philip, Third, and Van buren streets, on a plan of L. 
H. Pilié, of May 18th, 1848; which lot measures, American measure, 
27 feet ten inches front on Third street by one hundred and one 
feet six inches in depth, and originally from the City of New Or- 
leans, as set forth in the title annexed. And your respondent, in 
answer Of said complainant’s bill in chancery, reserving to himself 
the benefit of all legal exceptions, hereby renews his plea of pre- 
scription already filed against the rights and pretensions of the said 
Myra Clark Gaines, and denies all and singular the allegations con- 
tained in her bill, particularly that she has any rights to exercise 
against the above described property as the alleged heir of the late 
Daniel Clark, which alleged capacity is denied, and for any and all 
other reasons which may be here set forth. For the above reasons 
your respondent prays that the bill filed by said Myra Clark Gaines 


| be dismissed, so far as he is concerned, and at her costs. 


(Signed) A. & P. J. ROBERT, 
Of Counsel. 


\ ae, a oe 


J. B. Chauvin, in answer to the interrogatories of complainant, 
says: To the first, ]do not know. This property was purchased 
from the city, who gave no chain of title but its own guarantee. 

2. This question is answered by the foregoing, and [ claim noth- 
ing else but the property described in my answer. 

3. I occupy the said property myself. 

4. No; I am still in possession of the said property. 


his 
(Signed) J.B. x CHAUVIN. 
mark. 


Sworn to and mark affixed, May 16, 1870. 
(Signed) Fk. B. VINOT, D’y Clerk. 


d40G 
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Note.—The act annexed to and filed with the foregoing answer 
of J. B. Chauvin is missing from the files and, after due search, can- 
not be found. 


Van Buren. 


— 


Square 14. 


ra 3 s 
. 
27 7 Ins. 
Sra. ; 
G6035 lgreement, Filed June 3rd, 1870. 


U.S. Circuit Court. In Chaneery. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
. vs. > No. GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY et als. 


It is agreed with Mess. Semmes and Mott and Hyams and Jonas, 
solicitors, representing and who have entered appearances for certain 
defendants, to wit, Mrs. V. N. Murphy, the Ileirs af Mrs. E. FE. Jack- 
son, J. C. Pickens, Jefferson Wells, curator of Mrs. T. J. Wells, that 
no order or proceedings are to be taken In this case as to the said 
defendants represented by said solicitors, nor by them, earlier than 
the rule day in July 1, 1870, and this delay shall prejudice neither 
party. 

New Orleans, June 3, 1870. 
(Signed) HYAMS & JONAS, 
SEMMES & MOTT, Solicitors. 
RACK FOSTER & FE. T. MERRICK. 
Discontinuance as to P. Muller. 
Extract from the Minutes of April Term, A. D. 1870. 
Myra CLARK (IAINES ) 
Us. » No. GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY e¢ als. } 
NEW ORLEANS, SATURDAY, June 11th, 1870. 

Court met pursuant to adjournment. 

Present: His Honor J. P. Bradley, associate justice of the supreme 
court, presiding ; W. Lb. Woods, circuit judge. 

On motion of Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines, complainant herein, it is 


ordered that the suit be discontinued against P. Muller as to one lot 


) Feed 


of ground designated as the No. 6 in the square No. 57, bounded by 
St. Ann, Broad, Orleans, and Dorgenois streets. 
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Consent of Discontinuance as to Miss M. Deynaud. Filed June 14,1870. 
U.S. Cireuit Court. 
Myra CLARK GAINES vs. P. F. AGNELLY ef als. 


6694 I hereby give full power and authority for me and in my 
name unto such attorney as Miss Madeline Deynaud may 
employ, to dismiss the above-entitled suit now pending in said cir- 
cuit court, and relating to a certain square of ground in the third 
district of this city, bounded by Warsaw, Broad, Duels, Havanna, 
and Hope streets, No. fourteen, measuring together 197.2 front on 
Warsaw street, 54.10.7 front on Broad street, 296.8.5 front on 
Duels street, 319.10.7 front on Havana street, 229.2.10 front on 
Hope street, & 129.10 on a diagonal line cutting off the corner & 
Hope street, together with all appurtenances. 
New Orleans, June 10th, 1870. 


(Signed) MYRA CLARK GAINES. 
Signed in my presence. 
[seat.] (Signed) ABEL DREYFUS, 


Not. Pub. 
CHARLES ROLLE. 


Motion and Order of Discontinuance as to Miss Madeline Deynaud. 
Entered and Filed June 14, 1870. 


United States Circuit Court, District of Louisiana. 


Myra CLARK GAINES 
vs. No. 6085. 
P. F. AGNELLY et als. j 


On motion of C. E. Schmidt and 'T. A. Seghers, of counsel for Miss 
Madeline Deynaud, and on showing to the court— 

That Miss Madeline Deynaud is the present owner of a cer- 
tain square of ground in the third distriet of New Orleans, bounded 
by Warsaw, Broad, Duels, Havana, and Hope streets, No. fourteen, 
measuring together 197.2 front on Warsaw street, O1D10.7 front on 
on Broad street, 296.8. ) front on Duel street, 519.10.7 front on Ha- 
vana street, 229.2.10 front on Hope street, and 129.10 0n a diagonal 
line, cutting off the corner of Hope street, together with all appurten- 
ances. 

2d. The written consent of plaintiff on file herein, it is ordered by 
the court that this suit be dismissed in so far as it re J: ates to the above 


described property. 
Agreement. Filed July oth, 1870. 


GAINES 
vs. - No. 6085. 
AGNELLY. j 


It is agreed that the demurrer filed by Messrs. Kennard & Dirr- 
hammer, counsel for Rudolph Huberwold, B. Saloy, Mrs. Charles 
* 
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Mathews, & others, stand over to Noy. Ist, 1870, without prejudice 
to either party in the delay. 


July 2, 1870. 
(Signed) DIRRHAMMER & KENNARD, 
Att ys for Hluberwald & others. 
a RACK, FOSTER & E. T. MERRICK, 
For Complainant. 
. : ia » 
OO95 Agree ment. Filed July oth, LS70. 
U.S. Cireuit Court, 5th Cireuit, District of La. 
Myra CLARK GAINES 
Us. » No. 50DS, 
L. G. Compton & others. j 
It is agreed with Messrs. Semmes and Mott and Hyams and 
Jonas, Who represent the above-named defendants, and for whom 
they have entered appearance, that no orders or proceedings are to 
be taker herein as to the said defendants nor by them earlier than 
rule-day in November, 1870, and that this delay shall prejudice 
neither party. 
And the same agreement is hereby made as to the defendants 
John Compton, deed; Jefferson Wells, curator of Mrs. T. J. Wells; 
Montford Wells and wife, Mrs. V. N. Murphy, thé Heirs of Mrs. E. 
ik. Jackson, and J. C. Pickens, in the case No. GOSS of Mrs. Myra - 
Clark Gaines vs. Agnelly ef als., in the same court, July 4, 1870. 
(Signed) RACK, FOSTER anp E. T. MERRICK, 
lor Complainant. 
ILYAMS & JONAS, For Selves, " 
AND SEMMES & MOTT, Attys. | 
i 
Answer of Jacob C. Van Wiekle. Filed August OU, 1S7T0. { 
: U.S. Cireuit Court. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs, - No. GOSS, M 
P. F. AGNELLY e¢ als. 


Now comes into court without having never been cited in this 
case, but only upon information that he received outside that he. 
Was a party to this suit, Mr. J.C. Van Winckle, who, for answer to 
the bill of Myra Clark Gaines, says: That said Mrs. Gaines dis- 
covered that your respondent had been sued, through error, because 
the property he possessed derives his title from D. Clark himself, 
and has acknowledged that fact and the validity of the title of yvour 
respondent, by act passed before A. D. Doriocourt, notary public, 
dated 25th July, 1870, copy whereof is hereto annexed as part 
hereof, and in answer to the interrogatories propounde “dl by plaintiff, 
he answers: To the Ist ager [ cannot say; to the 2d question, 

[ claim ownership of a property situ: ated at the corner of Es- 
6696 planade and Dorgenois streets and running back to Barracks 
street, from a title derived from D. Clark himself, the 
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validity of which was acknowledged by Mrs. Gaines by the act 
before A. Doriocourt, notary public, above referred to; to the 3d, 
is not necessary to answer under the present circumstances ; 4th, no. 


(Signed) J.C. VAN WICKLE. 


Sworn to and subseribed before me, this 50 Aug., ‘70. 
(Signed) i. B. VINOT, Dy CUE. 


Ratification and Declaration of Mrs. M. C. Gaines in Favor of J. C. Van 
Wickle, Annexed to and Mad Part of the horeqgoing Answer of J. © 
Van Wickle. Filed August 30, 1570. 


STATE OF LOUISIANA, 
Parish of Orleans, City of New Orleans: 


Before me, André D. Doriocourt, a notary public duly commis- 
sioned and sworn for the parish and City of New Orleans, State of 
Louisiana, and In presence of the undersigned Withesses, came and 
appeared Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines, of the State of New York, who 
declares that Jacob Charles Van Wickle, the owner of the property 
hereafter described, to wit, a portion of ground in the square bounded 
by Dorgenois, Broad, Esplanade, and Barracks streets, having eighty 
three feet and six inches on Esplanade and Barracks streets, by one 
hundred and ninety-cight feet ter inches and two lines on Dorge- 
nois street, and one hundred and ninety-eight feet nine inches } on 
the other line, by virtue of the purchase he made thereof from the 
succession of Isidore Esclupon, by act passed before A. Dreyfus, 
notary, the 9th July, 1869, has been sued by her, through error, in 
ease No. 6085, before the U.S. cireuit court, entitled Myra Clark 
Gaines vs. P. F. Agnelly ef a/s., so far as the above property is con- 
cerned, because the same makes part of certain lots of ground sold 
by her father, Daniel Clark, to Aimé Pignegny, by act passed before 
P. Pedesclaux, notary, the 12 October, 1809, such sale being made at 
the time subject to a ground rent,and the said Daniel Clark, during 

his lifetime, to wit, the 22 May, 1811, released the same in 
6697 favor of Jean Watkins, and sold the same unto the said Jean 
Watkins, by act passed before P. Pedesclaux, notary. 

Therefore the said appearer declares that she authorizes the said 
Jacob Charles Van Wickle to enter, or caused to be entered, in said 
suit a discontinuance, so far as he is concerned, for the lot of ground 
above described. The whole is accepted by said J. C. Van Wickle. 

Thus done and passed, at the City of New Orleans, in my office, 
on this twenty-fifth day of July, one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy, in the presence of Antoine Doriocourt and William Clark, 
competent witnesses, who have signed with the parties, and me, no- 
tary, after reading. 

(Signed) MYRA CLARK GAINES. 
J.C. VAN WICKLE. 
Attest: WILLIAM CLARK, 
ANTOINE DORIOCOURT, 
AND. D. DORIOCOURT, N. Pub. 
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A true copy from the original duly stamped. 
New Orleans, 25 August, 1S70. 


[seau.] (Signed) = AND. D. DORTOCOURT, N. Pub. 


[5-cent int. rev. stamp. ] 


Motion and Order of Discontinuance as to Jacob C. Van Wickle. Filed 
August S0th, ISTO. 


Entered in the Chancery Order Book Docket, September 5th, 1870. 
United States Cireuit Court. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. » No. 6OSD. . 
P. IF’. AGNELLY ef als. 


On motion of Jacob Ch’s Van Wickle, one of the defendants in this 
case, Who has been served with a subpeena in chancery in this case, and 
on his producing to the court a duly authentic copy of an act executed 
before A.-D. Doriocourt, a notary public in this city, by which the 
said Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines, the plaintiff, acknowledges that your 
mover herein has been sued by her through error in this case as 
owner of a portion of ground in the square bounded by Dorge- 
nois, Broad, Esplanade, and Barracks streets, having eighty-three 
feet six inches on Esplanade and Barracks streets by one hundred 
and ninety-eight feet 10.2 on Dorgenois street, and one hundred and 
ninety-eight feet 9? inches on the other line, because the same was 

sold by her father, Daniel Clark, during his lifetime, and on 
6698 his further showing that by said act he is authorized to to 

enter, or cause to be entered, a discontinuance in said suit, so 
far as the said property is concerned, as the whole appears by the 
duly certified copy of said act herewith annexed, it is ordered by 
the court — this case be discontinued, so far as the said mover is 
concerned, for the property above deseribed. , 


(Signed) J.C. VAN WICKLE. 


Demurrer of Jefferson Wells, Curator; Montfort Wells and Jeannette 
Wells, his Wife; and Mrs. Cornelia Herbert, Wife of J. N. Murphy. 
Filed November 7th, 1870. 


United States Circuit Court, 5th Cireuit, and District of Louisiana. 
In Chancery. 
Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
v8. > GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY et als. 

The demurrer of Jefferson Wells, curator of Mrs. ThomasJ. Wells; 
Montfort Wells and Jeannette Wells, his wife: Mrs. Cornelia Her- 
bert, wife of J. N. Murphy, defendants to the bill of complaint of 
Myra Clark Gaines, complainant. 

The said defendants, by protestation, not confessing or acknowl- 
edging all or any of the matters and things in said complainant’s 
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bill contained to be true, in such matter and form as the same are 
therein and thereby set forth and alleged, do demur to said bill and 
for cause of demurrer, show: “ 

Ist. That the said complainant has not by her said bill made such 
a case as entitles her in a court of equity to any discovery from these 
defendants, or any of them, or to any relief against them as to the 
matters contained in said bill, or any of such matters, for that on 
the face of said bill it appears that no case is made of which a court 
of equity can entertain jurisdiction, the remedy of ejectment or 
petitory action on the law side of the court being the proper remedy 
to try the title of said complainant to the property mentioned in 
said bill, and until said title is settled by an adjudication at law, a 
court of equity will not entertain jurisdiction of the case made by 
by the bill. 

2d. It appears by said bill that the defendants and those 
6699 under whom they claim have been In adverse possession of 
the property mentioned in said bill over thirty years, and 

have acquired titled by prescription. 

dd. ‘That it appears by said bill that the same is exhibited against 
these defendants, and against P. F. Agnelly, A. Ambrose, Jacob 
Badinger, E Bounney, Eliza Boutté, A. Broman, and some hundreds 
of other persons In said bill mentioned by name, for several and dis- 
tinct matters and causes, in many whereof as appears by the said 
bill, these defendants are not, in any manner, interested or con- 
cerned, by reason whereof, the said bill is drawn out to a considera- 
ble length, is prolix and multifarious. 

Wherefore, and for divers other good causes of demurrer appear- 
ing in the said bill, these defendants do demur thereto, and they 
pray the judgment of this honorable court, whether they, or either 
of them, shall be compelled to make, and further or other plea or 
answer to the said bill, and they hereby pray to be hence dismissed 
with their reasonable costs and charges in this behalf most wrong- 
fully sustained. 

SEMMES & MOTT, 
HYAMS & JONAS, 
TC. MANNING, 


(Cnunse i. 


We, undersigned counsel, do certify that in our opinion the 
foregoing demurrer is well founded in point of law. 
SEMMES & MOTT, 
HYAMS & JONAS, 
T. C. MANNING, 


Counsel. 


The defendants in the foregoing suit, Jefferson Wells, curator of 
Mrs. Martha Wells, widow of T. J. Wells, deceased, Mra. Jeannette 
Wells, wife of Montfort Wells, and Montfort Wells, Mrs. Cornelia 
Herbert, wife of J. N. Murphy, do severally make oath that the 
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foregoing demurrer is not interposed for delay, and in point of fact 
it is true, as well as in law, as they are informed and believe. 
(Signed) JEANNETTE WELLS. 
MONTFORT WELLS. 
JEFFERSON WELLS, 
Curator of Martha Wells, wife of 7. J. Wells, de’a’s. 
CORNELIA MURPHY. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me at the porish of Rapides, this 
ol day of October, 1870. 
(Signed) W. W. WHITTINGTON, Jr., 
Just. Peace. 


O700 entry at Rules. Ketract from Chancery Order Boor of Monday, 
November, 7th, 1870. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
VS. ~No. 60S. 
; P. F. AGNELLY et als. J 


Jefferson Wells, curator, Montfort Wells and Jeannette Wells, his 
wife, and Mrs. Cornelia Herbert, wife on J. N. Murphy, by their 
solicitors, Semmes and Mott, and I[vams and Jonas, have this day 
filed their demurrer to complainant’s bill. 


Plea of John O. Pickens. Filed November 7, 1870. 


United States Cireuit Court 5th Cireuit and District of Louisiana. 
In Chancery. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
VS. . + No, GORD. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. \ 


The plea of John O. Pickens, defendant, to the bill of complaint 
filed against him by Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines, complainant. 


The said Pickens not confessing or acknowledging to be true any 
of the matters or things in said complainant’s bill mentioned, in 
such manner or form as they are therein set forth or alleged, doth 
plead thereto and for this, his plea, says: That prior to the service 
of proces on him in this suit, and prior to any knowledge of its in: 


stitution against him, he ceased to be owner or possessor of any of 


the lands mentioned in said bill of complaint, having conveyed the 
same to Thomas Sellar, by notarial act passed before Theodore O. 
Stark, a notary of the City of New Orleans, on the 18th of January, 
1868, and duly recorded in the parish of Rapides on the the 24th 
of the same month, as will fully appear by a copy of said act here- 
unto annexed as part hereof, marked B. 

Wherefore he humbly asks the judgment of this honorable court 
whether he ought to be compelled to make any further or other 
answer thereto, and humbly prays to be hence dismissed with his 
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reasonable costs and charges in this behalf most wrongfully sus- 
tained. 


(Signed) SEMMES & MOTT, 
ILYAMS & JONAS, 
—— MANNING, 
Counsel. 
6701 We do certify that in our opinion the foregoing plea is well 
founded in point of law. 
(Signed) SEMMES & MOTT, 


HYAMS & JONAS, 
—— MANNING, 


( ounsel. 


The defendant, John O. Pickens, makes oath that the the forego- 
ing plea is not interposed for delay, and in point of fact it is true as 
well as in law, as he is advised and believes. 


(Signed) JOHN O. PICKENS. 


Sworn to and subseribed before me at the parish of Rapides, this 
ol day of October, 1870. 
(Signed) W. W. WHIPTINGTON, Jr., 
Just. Peace. 


Exuipit B. Sale of plantation by John O. Pickens to Thomas Sel- 
lar. Annexed to and filed with plea of John O. Pickens, Novem- 
ber 7th, 1870. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
State of Louisiana, City of New Orleans: 


Be it known that on this eighteenth day of the month of January, 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and = sixty- 
seven, and of the Independence of the United States of America 
the ninety-first, before me, Theodore O. Stark, a notary publie duly 
commissioned and sworn infand] for this city and the parish of Or- 
leans, therein residing, and in the presence of the witnesses herein- 
after named and undersigned, personally appeared John O. Pickens, 
Esq., residing in the parish of Rapides, in this State, who declared 
that, for the consideration hereinafter expressed and set forth, he 
does by these presents grant, bargain, sell, assign, transfer, deliver, 
and give in payment, but with no other warranty than that result- 
ing of his own acts and deeds, unto Thomas Sellars, Esq., residing 
at Liverpool, in England, herein represented by Mr. Peter Anderson, 
of this city, his duly authorized agent and attorney-in-fact, by virtue 
of an act of substitution conferred to him and duly acknowledged 
before J. P. Girand Foster, a notary public in and for the city of New 

York, on the seventh day of November, eighteen hundred and 
6702 fifty-seven, by William Wood, of the city of New York, of the 
power granted to him, the said Peter Anderson, by the said 
Thomas Sellars, by act under private signature, bearing date the 
twentieth day of May, eighteen hundred and fifty-six, duly acknowl- 
edged before Isham Henry Edmund Gill, notary public by royal 
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authority, admitted and sworn at Liverpool aforesaid, on the twenty- 
fourth day of May, eighteen hundred and fifty-six, which said power 
of attorney and act of substitution, together with the certificates of 
acknowledgment and of legislation thereto attached, have been pro- 
duced and exhibited by the said Peter Anderson, and at his request 
and with the consent of the said John O. Pickens returned and de- 


livered over to the said Peter Anderson, who hereby binds himself 


to produce the same whenever thereto requested, the said Peter An- 
derson in his said capacity accepting and purchasing for his said 
constituent, his heirs and assigns, and acknowledging due delivery 
and possession thereof, the following-described landed property, to 
wit: A certain tract or parcel of land situate, lying, and-being in the 


parish of Rapides, in this State,on the right bank of the Bayou Beeuf 
in descending, bounded above by lands belonging to the estate of 


John Compton, deceased, and below by lands belonging to William 
R. Brown, contuning in the aggregate five thousand acres, more 
or less, and being the same tract of land known as the “ Lunenburg 
plantation” the said tract embracing within its limits the Lunen- 
burg tract as it was owned by James T. Flint, deceased ; also the 
tract known as the “ Pearce tract,” situated on the lower side of the 
Lunenburg; also the traet known as the “ Talbert tract,” situated on 
the upper side of the Lunenburg tract ; also various tracts in the rear 
of the said several tracts, and acquired at sundry times from the 
Government of the United States by the former proprietors, the 
whole forming one cornected body of land and containing, as before 
stated, five thousand acres, more or less, and embracing also one 
tract, purchased from the Government of the United States, contain- 
ing about one hundred and twenty acres, the same not being im- 
mediately connected with the main body of the land, but is contigu- 

ous thereto. And the said John O. Pickens moreover de- 
6703  clared that he does by these presents sell, convey, transfer, and 

assign unto the said Thomas Sellars all lands which ap- 
pertain to the Lunenburg plantation, whether the same be di- 
rectly connected or not with the main body of the lands as ac- 


quired by him; together with all the buildings and improvements | 


on the said plantation, and all the rights, ways, privileges, and ad- 
vantages thereunto belonging or in anywise appertaining. Also all 
the stock on the said plantation—the cattle, oxen, two horsesand sixty 
mules—and all the implements of husbandry—wagons, ploughs, 
and all the farming utensils—belonging or in anywise appertaining 
to the said plantation, without exception or reservation whatsoever. 

The said described plantation belongs to the present vendor by 
means of the purchase which he had made thereof from John K. 
Klgee, of the said parish of Rapides aforesaid, by an act executed 
before me, notary, on the nineteenth day of- March, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-eight. 

To have and to hold the said described property unto the said 
purchaser, his heirs and assigns, forever by virtue hereof. And the 
said vendor moreover transfers unto the said purchaser all the 
rights and actions of warranty to which he is or may be entitled 
against all the former owners and proprietors of the herein-described 
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plantation conveyed by these presents, hereby subrogating the said 
purchaser to all the said rights and actions to be by him enjoyed 
and exercised, in the same manner as they might have been by the 
present vendor himself prior hereto. 

The present sale is made and accepted for and in consideration of 
the total price and sum of one hundred and fifty-five thousand sixty- 
eight dollars and thirty cents cash, which sum the said purchaser 
has agreed to pay at the execution of these presents in the notes of 
the vendor to an amount in principal and interest equa! to the con- 
sideration above specified held by the said purchaser, and which 
the vendor agrees to receive In payment as cash. Whereas, there- 
fore, the : said Thomas Sellars is, as the said John O. Piekens does 
hereby acknowledge, the true and lawful holder and owner of ten 
several promissory notes subscribed by the said John O. Pickens to 
his own order and endorsed by himself, all dated at New Orleans on 

the sixth day of March, cighteen hundred and_ fifty-eight 
6704 (1858), and made payable respectively as follows, to wit, five 

of said notes being each for a like sum of ten thousand dol- 
lars and made payable on the first day of May, in the years eighteen 
hundred and sixty-two, eighteen hundred and sixty-five, and eight- 
een hundred and sixty-six, and the five other notes being each for a 
like sum of fifteen thousand five hundred dollars, and payable re- 
spectively at the same dates as above mentioned, all bearing interest 
at the rate of eight per centum per annum after maturity until 
paid. Which said ten promissory notes, paraphed ne variatur by 
me, notary, to be identified with the above-mentioned act of sale by 
the said John Kk. Elgee to the said Jolin O. Pickens, executed before 
me, notary, on the nineteenth day of March, eighteen hundred and 
fiftv-cight, are those remaining ones of seventeen promissory notes, 
subseribed and furnished by the said John O. Pickens by the afore- 
said act for the purchase-price of the said plantation herein de- 
scribed ; and whereas the payment of all said notes in prineipal and 
interest Is secured by special mortgage granted by the said John ©. 
Pickens by his said act of purchase on the said plantation, and all 
the appurtenances thereto belonging, and also on one hundred and 
ninety slaves then belonging and attached to said plantation, which 
mortgage was granted by said John ©. Pickens in favor of the said 
John k. Elgee : and of any and all future holder or holders of the 
said notes : 

Now, therefore, the said John O. Pickens does hereby acknowl- 
edge himself to be justly and truly indebted to the said Thomas 
Sellar, holder and owner of the ten promissory notes aforesaid, se- 
cured by mortgage as aforesaid on the said plantation in the full 
sum of one handred and fifty-five thousand sixty-eight dollars and 
thirty cents, being the amount in principal and interest at the rate of 
eight percentum perannum of the aforesaid ten promissory notes from 
the respective dates of maturity thereof to the seventeenth day of Jan- 
uary, instant, as the said interest was calculated by the said parties 
hereto, that is to say : 
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Ist. In the sum of twenty-five thousand five 

hundred dollars, amount in principal of 

his two promissory notes above men- 

6705 tioned, one for the sum of ten thou- 

sand dollars and the other for the 

sum of fifteen thousand five hundred dol- 

lars, both due on the fourth day of May, 

ERE OT a ine pe Tere $25,500 
Fight per cent. interest to the eighteenth day 
of January, 1867, 4 years eight months 15 

ls ile la anaes sikiinsanidilicndia VOUS 


GAINES, 


(6) 


2d. In the further sum of twenty-five thou- 
sand five hundred dollars, amount in prin- 
cipal of his two other notes of same amount 
as above, both due on the fourth day of 
Mav, a “ee an Pee OS. a 25 O00 
Eight pe r cent. interest to the seve entee nth day 
of January, 1867, 3 years eight months 
I scsi cents nite ch ncindatiatid cian aaa 


i Foo 
IV9 


39,093 66 


OO 


OO 
30.003 66 


od. In the further sum of twenty-five thou- 
sand five hundred dollars, amount in prin- 
cipal of his two other notes cf same amount 
as above, both due on fourth day of May, 
RO ane te REN ae annie 95,500 

Fight per cent. interest to-the seventeenth 
day of January, 1867, two years eight 
I Se OE si is la icin indie 551 


** 
~~ 


OO 


(35 
31,015 66 


4th. In the further sum of twenty-five thou- 

sand five hundred dollars, amount in prin- 

cipal of lis two other notes of same amount 

as above, both due on the fourth day of 

NE IR EA Rane ERE RnR ee 95,500 
Bight De r cent. interest to the seve nte enth di ay 

of January, 1867, one year eight months 


13 d’s Chinen GUMS meen Oe eee hen eee sais (ei che em ane oD," io 
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oth. And in the further sum of twenty-five 
thousand five hundred dollars, amount in 
principal of his two last notes of same 
amount as above, both due on the fourth — 


OE Fae, SG a oii i ccncesinvinanicciinigeneanin 25000 
Fight per cent. interest to the seve wnteenth di uy 
of January, 1867, eight monthsand 13 days. 1,638 


OO 


S 66 


26,935 66 


$155,068 50 


And the said John O. Pickens, acknowledging himself to be thus 
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indebted to the said Thomas Sellar in the above-mentioned sum of 
one hundred and fifty-five thousand sixty-eight dollars and thirty 
cents, secured by special mortgage on the said described plantation, 
hereby contracts and agrees to receive as cash from the said ‘Thomas 
Sellar the above-described ten promissory notes, subscribed and 
due by him, the said Pickens, in full satisfaction of the purchase 
price of said plantation hereby conveyed. 

Now, therefore, in confirmation of the said agreement and in full 
payment of the said sum of one hundred and fifty-five thousand 

sixty-eight dollars and thirty cents, amount of said purchase 
6706 price, the said Peter Anderson, in his capacity aforesaid, has 

produced and exhibited the aforesaid ten promissory notes of 
the said John O. Pickens, which have been duly cancelled and erased 
by me, notary, and have been at the execution of these presents sur- 
rendered by the said Peter Anderson in his said capacity to the said 
John O. Pickens, who does hereby acknowledge the receipt of the 
same in full satisfaction of the purchase price of the said plantation 
and appurtenances herein conveyed, and grants unto the said pur- 
chaser a tull and entire -acquittance and discharge for the said pur- 
chase price. 

The said Peter Anderson in his capacity aforesaid does hereby 
dispense with the production of a certificate from the recorder of 
mortgages of the parish of Rapides, in this State, showing what mort- 
gage, if any, stand in the name of said John O. Pickens, and are 
recorded against the property herein conveyed, and said John O. 
Pickens here declared that there is no other mortgage affecting the 
said described plantation and recorded against him in the said par- 
ish of Rapides than the special mortgage which by the aforesaid act 
executed before me, notary, on the nineteenth day of Mareh, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-eight, he has granted in favor of his vendor, 
John K. Elgee, to secure the payment in principal and interest of 
his aforesaid seventeen promissory notes, deseribed in the said act 
and then furnished by him for the balance of his purchase price of 
the said plantation, appurtenances, and the slaves thereunto then 
belonging, of which seventeen notes seven first becoming due have 
been duly paid, leaving due the ten notes herein described and ae- 
cepted by virtue of these presents. And the said parties hereto in 
their respective capacities do hereby exonerate the undersigned no- 
tary from any responsibility which might result from the non-pro- 
duction of the said certificate, to be annexed to the present act, as 
required by the 3528th article of the civil code of Louisiana. The 
aforesaid ten promissory notes of the said John O. Pickens, surren- 
dered by virtue hereof, being extinguished by virtue of the present 
sale, and the seven other notes furnished by the said John O. Pick- 
ens by his act of purchase from the said John K. Elgee having 
been heretofore duly paid and aequitted, as is hereby acknowl- 
edged, the said Peter Anderson, in his said eapacity, does hereby 

grant a full release and discharge of the mortgage, 
G707 which by the aforesaid act, executed before me, notary, on the 
nineteenth day of March, 1858, the said John O. Pickens has 
granted on the whole of the said plantation and appurtenances, and 
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on the slaves then thereto attached, in favor of his said vendor, John 
K. Elgee, to secure the payment of the seventeen promissory notes, 
subseribed by him by his said act of purchase, and fully described 


in the said act. The said Peter Anderson hereby authorizing and 
empowering the recorder of mortgages in and for the said parish of 


Rapides to cancel and erase the said 1 mortgage from his records. The 
internal revenue stamps for the sum of one hundred and fifty-five dol- 
lars and fifty cents have been attached to the present act of sale, in 
conformity with the internal revenue law of the United States. 

And now to these presents personally came and appeared Madam 
Frances Lilly, of lawful age, the wife of the said John O. Pickens, 
who, after having taken cognizance of the foregoing ,act, which I, 
the notary, ¢: arefully read and explained to het . dech ured. and. said 
that she : approves and ratifies the same, and further, that it is 
her wish and intention to release in favor of the said purchaser, 
Thomas Sellar, the property herein conveyed from the matrimonial, 
dotal, paraphernal, and other rights, and from any claims, mort- 
gages, or privileges to which she is or may be entitled, whether by 
virtue of her marriage with the said John O. Pickens, or otherwise. 

Whereupon I, the said notary, did inform the said Madam Pickens, 
apart and out of the presence and hearing of her said husband, that 
she had, by a law, a legal mortgage on the property of her said hus- 
band. fF irst, for the restitution of her dowry, and for the reinvest- 
ment of the. ‘dotal property sold by her husband, and which she 
brought in marriage, reckoning from the celebration of the mar- 
riage; secondly, for the restitution and reinvestment of the dotal 
property by her acquired since marriage, whether by succession or 
donation, from the day the succession was opened or the donation 
perfected ; thirdly, for nuptial presents; fourthly, for debts by 
her contracted with her said husband; and, fifthly, for the amount 

of her paraphernal property alicnated by him and received 
6708 by her said husband, or otherwise disposed of for the indi- 

vidual interest of her said husband. That in making her 
intended renunciation she would deprive her and her heirs, irrevo- 
eably and forever, of all rights of reclamation against the property 
herein conveyed by her said husband, whether under mortgage, 
privilege, or otherwise. 

And the said Mrs. Pickens did thereupon declare unto me, notary, 
that she was fully aware of and acquainted with the nature and ex- 
tent of the matrimonial, dotal, paraphernal, and other rights and 
privileges thus secured to her, by law, on the property of “her said 
husband, and that she nevertheless did persist in her intention of 
renouncing, net only all the rights, claims, and privileges therein 
before enumerated and described, but all others, of any nature or 
kind whatever to which she is or may be entitled by any laws now 
or heretofore in force in the State of Louisiana. 

And the said John O. Pickens being now present, aiding and au- 
thorizing the said Francis Lilly, his wife, in the execution of these 
presents, she, the said Mrs. Pickens, did again declare that she did 
and do hereby make a formal renunciation and relinquishment of 
all her said matrimonial, dotal, paraphernal, and other rights, claims 
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and privileges in favor of the said purchaser, binding herself and 
her heirs, at all times, to sustain and acknowledge the validity of 
this renunciation. 

Done and passed at New Orleans, in my office, the day, month, 
and year aforesaid, in the presence of Messieurs Felix Grima, Sr., 
and Edgar Grima, witnesses, who have signed with the appearers 
and me, notary, after reading the whole. 

(Signed) JOHN O. PICKENS. 
FRANCES O. PICKENS. 
P. ANDERSON. 
IPN GRIMA. 
EDGAR GRIMA. 
T. O. STARK, Not. Pub. 


RECORDER'S OFFICE, 
ALEXANDRIA, Rapvipes PArisu, LOUISIANA. 

[ certify that the foregoing act of sale from John O. Pickens to 
Thomas Sellar, has been this day recorded in the this office in convey- 
ance book A, page —. 

Given under my hand and seal of office, this 24th day of January, 
1867. 

[ 1. s.| (Signed) J. W. MOORE, Recorder. 


6709 Entry at Rules. 


Extract from the Chancery Order Book of Monday, November 7th, 
1S70. 


Myra CLARK GAINES ) 
vs. ~ No. GOSS. 
P. F. AGNELLY ef als. 


John O. Pickens, one of the defendants herein, by his solicitors, 
Semmes and Mott, Hyams and Jonas and Manning, has this day 
filed his plea to complainant’s bill. 


Consent Extending Time to File Answers of D. Bruille and A. L. Tissot. 
Filed Novemle i SO. LS70. 


Circuit Court. 
CFAINES 


vs. . No. ——, 


D. Bruinie, A. L. Tissor. J 


It is agreed that the above-named D. Bruilleand A. L. Tissot have 
until the fifteenth day of December, 1S70, to answer. 
Noy. 25, 1870. 
(Signed) RACE FOSTER ann FE. T. MERRICK. 
A. L. TISSOT. 


